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SOCIAL MOBILITY SNAPSHOT

What is Social Mobility?

Social mobility is the opportunity to achieve a better, richer, and fuller life. While it

commonly refers to income or status, social mobility encapsulates human flourishing
in all ways, including agency, purpose, fulfillment, and skills development.

r Overall Social
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A lifespans. Artificial barriers are imposed by external
forces and can be addressed with public policy, while TOP TEN COUNTRIES
natural barriers occur at the individual level and often .
. . . ) Switzerland
L require different interventions.
Denmark
7 Norway
SOCIAL MOBILITY AROUND THE WORLD United States of
In this index, we rank 132 countries from best (#1) America
to worst (#132) based on their overall score for social | New Zealand
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ment for social mobility and a better rank. i
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Germany
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[' We present evidence that our index correlates strongly Japan
with other measures of income mobility, education
mobility, and poverty.
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INTRODUCTION

When people think about the ability to build a better life
for themselves and their families, they are dreaming of
social mobility. This aspiration is not unique to any one
country; people across the world share the same underly-
ing hope. It is the chance to improve one’s circumstances
and achieve one’s goals, regardless of the conditions into
which someone was born. In this report and underlying
index, we examine how well a country’s environment
supports its citizens to pursue and reach their individual
goals, through the lens of social mobility.

A concern for social mobility is shared across the entire
political spectrum.’ The idea that people’s socio-eco-
nomic position should not be fixed by birth finds little to
no opposition. However, debates emerge when the time
comes to measure social mobility and to define the poli-
cies that promote it.

While there are many ways to measure income mobility,?2
we still have a rudimentary understanding of the barriers
that prevent social mobility. Here, we take social mobility
to be a broader way of thinking about people’s ability to
improve their own lives and well-being, which includes
but is not limited to income.

To create this index, we examined previous work on the
topic® to gain a holistic understanding of the causes of
mobility. Typically, researchers have focused on a par-
ticular topic within the mobility literature, so a broader
assessment is needed. While we consider some areas
broached by top scholars in the field, we also delve into
some of the more under-researched aspects of mobility.

Understanding social mobility is essential to increas-
ing human flourishing. Unfortunately, it is now routine
to intertwine the concepts of economic mobility, pov-
erty, and inequality. These issues are distinct from one
another, and the responses to address them can vary
widely. Conflating these concepts is not only misleading,
but it can create negative long-term unintended conse-
quences that undermine efforts to boost social mobility
and alleviate poverty.

Let’s take entrepreneurship as an example. Individuals
from upper-middle and upper-class households may pos-
sess the ability (in terms of time, financial resources, and
access to help) to navigate bureaucratic hurdles. They also
tend to benefit from an extended network of family and
social support that increases their likelihood of success.
On the other hand, those who are disadvantaged have a
harder time being able to perform all of the tasks needed
to start a successful career, like obtaining an occupational
license.* This leads us to ponder: Is the challenge funda-
mentally about time and resources, or is it rooted in the
excessive barriers to entrepreneurship?

This example represents some of the issues with identi-
fying and addressing the barriers to social mobility that
can lead to inequality. There is a hole in the research
related to this line of work precisely because many have
focused on “band-aid” solutions instead of the root causes
of immobility.
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BARRIERS TO SOCIAL MOBILITY

One way of looking at barriers to social mobility is to
identify artificial versus natural barriers.® Artificial bar-
riers are imposed by an external authority and usually
affect a class of people. Natural barriers, as their name
suggests, occur naturally without any external imposition
and typically exist at the individual level.

Sometimes these barriers can overlap or influence one
another, but if we are to take the problem of social mobil-
ity seriously and discuss the best ways to remove these
barriers, we must consider both types.

One of the main objectives of this index is to generate a
satisfactory taxonomy on social mobility that can serve as
a guide for future academic research, policy reform, and
broad conversations around social mobility. Taxonomies
help make sense of the world, and social mobility is one
area in desperate need of some clarity.

Social mobility, and the ability of people to successfully
climb the income ladder, can be described as a life cycle
with two stages.® The first stage occurs before an individ-
ual enters the labor market. This stage is characterized by
family environments and the growth and development
of skills, including cognitive and soft skills. The second
stage, which is often influenced by broader economic and
institutional factors, occurs when an individual joins the
labor market.

The main starting point of any discussion on the deter-
minants of social mobility is the work of Gary Becker and
Nigel Tomes.” Their work focuses on intergenerational
mobility, comparing children in adulthood and their
parents. They argue that intergenerational mobility is
essentially a function of parental investments, endow-
ment transmission, and market luck. Persistent inequality
comes from the first two, whereas the latter is random.

EXAMPLES OF BARRIERS TO SOCIAL MOBILITY

CHILDHOOD AND YOUTH

TABLE 1

Each of these two non-random mechanisms allows us,
in turn, to explain where natural and artificial barriers
emerge.

Artificial and natural barriers

Examples of artificial barriers include licensing require-
ments, restrictive business and credit regulations, and
burdensome tax policies that stifle the return on eco-
nomic activity. All of these represent barriers to devel-
opment and create disincentives in the labor market.

Natural barriers are those personal or cultural barriers
that hinder an individual from pursuing a better and
more fulfilling life. Some of the most significant natural
barriers include living in a society with few educational
opportunities and low-quality returns to education, fewer
meaningful social connections to spur opportunities,® as
well as troubles with substance abuse, physical or mental
health issues, and unstable relationships.

These are the kinds of barriers that must be overcome on
an individual level and are not likely to be solved (at least
not in the long term) by top-down policy solutions. So,
while there is certainly a role for the public and private
sectors to play in helping individuals and families, the
transformative effect of overcoming these natural barri-
ers is likely to come from a context of personal agency,
social support, and bottom-up solutions. Here, the roles
of community, family, and local civic organizations are
paramount.

Particularly across countries, it is easier to measure arti-
ficial barriers as they relate to mobility. While natural
barriers play a critical role, particular amongst children,
they cannot be easily accounted for in cross-country data.
Nevertheless, we include measures of natural barriers
when possible.

ADULTHOOD

Education quality, hiring restrictions

ARTIFICIAL BARRIERS

Regulation, property rights, restrictions on civil society

Lack of parental engagement, gender equality

NATURAL BARRIERS

Charitable giving, participation rates in civil society
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THREE PILLARS OF SOCIAL MOBILITY

While we briefly addressed the different types of barriers
above, we now turn to some of the most robust indicators
of mobility identified in the literature. When possible, we
rely on measures of policies related to mobility rather
than outcomes.

Motivated by the U.S. version of the Archbridge Insti-
tute’s “Social Mobility in the 50 States” report,® we iden-
tified three pillars that support a better environment for

FIGURE 1 | SOCIAL MOBILITY PILLARS AND VARIABLES

social mobility: Entrepreneurship and Growth; Institu-
tions and Rule of Law; and Education and Civil Society.
The goal of the sections that follow is to create—based
on the existing literature—a measure that allows us to
rank and score 132 countries in their ability to produce
environments that promote upward mobility.

SOCIAL MOBILITY

—PILLAR1 o

ENTREPRENEURSHIP & GROWTH

PILLAR 2 o

INSTITUTIONS & RULE OF LAW

PILLAR3———

EDUCATION & CIVIL SOCIETY

Regulations and taxes State predatory action Education
Costs, affordability, and Legal system quality and Civil society and charity
infrastructure property rights
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Entrepreneurship and growth

The most obvious and sustainable way to climb the
income ladder is through employment. For the vast
majority of people, a job provides their main source of
income. Therefore, any meaningful discussion of social
mobility must consider factors like economic develop-
ment, job creation, entrepreneurship, business dyna-
mism, and the labor market.

One major way to promote social mobility is to improve
the climate for entrepreneurship and growth, thereby cre-
ating more jobs and better opportunities for people at
all levels. Entrepreneurship not only improves mobility
for the owner(s) of the firm but also its employees. One
can increase entrepreneurship by decreasing barriers to
entry and reducing the number of rules and regulations
that make it harder to start and operate a business. Fur-
thermore, freeing up access to capital makes providing
funds to firms and individuals easier, allowing businesses
to start and/or expand. Both are especially important for
people without a college degree or formal credentials, as
entrepreneurship provides an alternative avenue to earn
a substantial living, and it is often the primary path in
countries where formal-sector jobs are scarce.

Similarly, any regulation that deters employment (or
delays it) can limit the chances of upward mobility by
reducing income. As another example, high taxes can
reduce incentives to acquire skills, experience, or diplo-
mas. Because they reduce the after-tax returns of poten-
tially risky investments, higher income taxes may dis-
courage investments in education.”® This is why there is
a growing body of literature showing that social mobility
is tied to greater economic freedom." Greater economic
freedom is the result of fewer artificial barriers.

Trade openness also plays an important role in mobil-
ity. Trade taxes function as a tax on imported goods, and
that tax is regressive; lower income households spend a

TABLE 2

REGULATION AND TAXES

VARIABLES FOR ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND GROWTH

larger share of their income on tradeable goods like food,
clothing, and basic manufactured goods.” Tariffs there-
fore erode purchasing power the most for those with the
least room to absorb it.

There is no prerequisite to social mobility more import-
ant than consistent and sustained economic growth.® If
we care about improving social mobility, in the words of
Tyler Cowen from George Mason University, we need to
have a “stubborn attachment” to economic growth."

Moreover, greater economic freedom fosters economic
dynamism, which is a key driver of income mobility.
Societies with higher levels of economic freedom tend
to experience faster growth, higher incomes, and more
innovation,' which all create conditions for individuals
to improve their standing. These come about from spe-
cialization; economic freedom encourages individuals and
firms to focus on what they do best. The more specializa-
tion, the more numerous pathways to upward mobility.

Growth and dynamism can also flourish under a base-
line of physical and economic capacity. A country’s level
of purchasing power, captured by measures like gross
national income per capita (adjusted for purchasing
power), shapes the entire opportunity set available to
its citizens. Places with higher gross national income
per person (adjusted for purchasing power), tell us how
much the average person can afford given the costs in
the country. Similarly, basic infrastructure like electric-
ity, broadband, and internet access is a precondition for
participating in modern economic life.

For this index, we have identified several indicators relat-
ing to entrepreneurship and growth that can be compared
across countries and serve as a starting point for future
discussion. In our taxonomy, most of these variables rep-
resent artificial barriers occurring during the second stage
of the life cycle.

COSTS, AFFORDABILITY, AND INFRASTRUCTURE

Credit market regulations
Labor market regulations
Business regulations
Freedom to compete

Taxes (top marginal tax rate and tariff rates)

Gross national income (GNI) per capita
Infrastructure

Broadband access

Internet access

Electricity access
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Institutions and rule of law

It is well documented that excluding individuals from
access to stable political, economic, and legal institutions
is detrimental to economic development. This point has
been researched and confirmed by many leading scholars,
such as James Robinson and Daron Acemoglu, as well
as late economists Douglass North and Ronald Coase.”
Those insights are no less relevant when it comes to ana-
lyzing the issues of social mobility and income inequality.
Every nation has some level of income inequality, but the
reason for that inequality matters; inequalities resulting
from disparities in effort and skill sets are vastly more
tolerated than when inequalities are perceived to be a
result of unfairness in the political system.'™

An international survey of sixty countries, conducted by
the Archbridge Institute in 2017, confirms that most
people believe it is more important to ensure everyone
has a fair shot of pursuing mobility than to address
income inequality. However, inequalities due to corrup-
tion, weak institutions, and cronyism are detrimental to
societal stability and foster further social and economic
exclusion of those at the bottom of the income ladder.

Recent work shows the relationship between the rule of
law and property rights protections, economic mobility,
and income inequality.?° It shows that countries with
better rule of law measures tend to have greater mobility
and less inequality. Interestingly, the top performers in
the rule of law pillar are Denmark, Finland, Norway, and
Sweden, countries that are also—according to the aca-
demic literature—the four countries that perform the best
on measures of social mobility and income inequality.?

Sound institutions are clearly an important piece of the
puzzle, and a key indicator of institutional health is low
levels of corruption. Corruption can benefit the well-con-
nected atop of the income distribution, while harming
those without such connections.?? In recent work by

TABLE 3

PREDATORY STATE ACTION

VARIABLES FOR INSTITUTIONS AND RULE OF LAW

Justin Callais and Vincent Geloso,? social mobility is
found to be improved by economic freedom as a whole but
particularly through the channel of legal system quality
and the protection of property rights. Essentially, places
with better legal systems have greater outcomes, and cit-
izens are better able to take advantage of the educational
opportunities provided to them.

Callais and Geloso find that there are two channels in
which institutional quality plays a role in intergenera-
tional income mobility. The direct channel is one in which
countries with poor institutions (such as insecure prop-
erty rights) “lock the poor into their socioeconomic con-
ditions.”?* In places with judicial systems that marginalize
those at the bottom, the poor have little to no opportuni-
ties to thrive. Economic activity and business opportuni-
ties are provided to those with political connections and
the ability to navigate a convoluted bureaucracy, rather
than to the people who are skilled at providing consumers
with the goods and services that they demand. While this
could hypothetically increase economic activity, it would
do so in an unproductive manner.?

Beyond corruption in the narrow sense, predatory state
action can take the form of direct constraints on personal
liberty. Restrictions on freedom of movement—whether
it be through domestic movement like internal passport
systems, exit visas, or forced relocation?*—can prevent
individuals from migrating towards better economic
opportunities, a channel of mobility that can be forgot-
ten or taken for granted. Furthermore, the persistence of
forced labor, servitude, and human trafficking in parts of
the world represents another form of exclusion, essen-
tially closing mobility for those impacted.

Where the state uses political violence to suppress dissent
or target particular groups, the resulting climate discour-
ages long-term investments in education, business for-
mation, and asset accumulation, all of which are required

LEGAL SYSTEM QUALITY & PROPERTY RIGHTS

Corruption
Access to justice and rule of law

Freedom of movement; servitude; and
political violence

Property rights
Judicial independence and accountability
State ownership of the economy

Contracts

Real property
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for mobility.?” These dimensions of institutional quality
can vary widely across societies and represent the most
oppressive forms of state predatory action.

State ownership of the economy is another dimension of
poor legal systems and property rights. When govern-
ments take direct control over large shares of production,
economic opportunity becomes tied to political access?®
rather than through market forces. This crowds out pri-
vate entrepreneurship and channels talent and capital
toward what William Baumol termed “unproductive,”?®
echoing the dynamic described with weak property rights.

Other work has made similar links between institutions,
mobility, and entrepreneurship. Christopher Boudreaux
examined the role that the rule of law has on intergener-
ational mobility and entrepreneurship.** Boudreaux finds
that mobility is higher in places with higher quality legal
systems. He posits that entrepreneurship is one channel
through which institutional quality can increase mobility.
The institutional environment that allows entrepreneurs
to take the risks associated with building a business and
competing in the marketplace is an environment that can
then allow those at the bottom to generate wealth.

In our index, we include indicators that capture the
importance of these institutions at the country level.
Similar to the above section, most of these variables rep-
resent artificial barriers during the second stage of the
life cycle, although they can also impact the early stages
of a person’s life.

Education and civil society

One of the areas that has received the most attention and
research in this field is education and skills development.*'
In this index, we focus on education as the primary way
people build skills and become productive members
of society. If labor markets and a job are the main way
people climb the income ladder, then education is how

TABLE 4 = VARIABLES FOR EDUCATION AND CIVIL SOCIETY

EDUCATION

people develop the necessary skills for employment.

Quality of education is an important consideration here,
where education is defined broadly to include not only
school quality but also the education that families and
communities can produce. For example, there is a large
body of literature documenting how parental attention®?
(e.g., number of words spoken, playtime) and the stability
of family life (e.g., single parents vs. married) contribute
to later life outcomes.*® In this case, artificial and natural
barriers interplay. This highlights much of the work done
by Nobel laureate and University of Chicago economist
James Heckman. We want to note the importance of these
aspects of mobility, while acknowledging the difficulty in
obtaining measures of soft skills and parental engage-
ment across countries.

To measure a country’s performance in this area, we
consider formal education outcomes using Penn World
Table’s Human Capital index,* which considers the
returns from education. Furthermore, we use the educa-
tion equality measure from Varieties of Democracy*® to
measure how well those education opportunities are pro-
vided to all groups in a society. If the quality of education
differs for those with poor and rich parents, then inequal-
ity persists and takes the form of low social mobility.

In this pillar, we also consider the importance of social
capital and civil society in influencing social mobility. One
issue with discussing civil society is variation in how it is
defined. For our purposes, we incorporate some of the
most important aspects identified by multidisciplinary
experts in the field.>® At its simplest form, we take social
capital/civil society as a measure of the networks of rela-
tionships held by people in society. It proxies for the abil-
ity of individuals to come together to achieve certain goals
or to connect with one another. Areas with higher levels of
social capital/civil society can be expected to coordinate
more easily.¥

CIVIL SOCIETY

Human capital

Education equality

Religion

Women in civil society
Civil society freedom
Civil Society participation
Charitable giving
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Charities have long dedicated themselves to providing
education and support at low cost to the poor. The goal, in
most cases, is to increase investments in poor children to
offset any initial disparity. This already provides a strong
insight into the determinants of social mobility.

This community life is often tied to the concept of civil
society in the academic literature. It not only means more
resources flowing to the poor to finance investments
through charity, but also that there is a strong correlation
between civil society and widely shared cultural norms.*®
Through both mechanisms, greater civil society partici-
pation means fewer natural barriers.

Religion is one of the most durable sources of that shared
cultural life, and it is included as its own indicator for
that reason. Religious institutions are frequently among
a society’s most reliable providers of community, mutual
aid, and charitable activity,* particularly where state
welfare provision is limited. In particular, we consider
restrictions on religious practice; they foreclose one of the
primary channels through which people build the rela-
tionships and networks that facilitate mobility.

A related but distinct concern is the extent to which
women are able to participate in civic and associational
life. Legal restrictions on women’s ability to hold leader-
ship roles*® or start their own civil society organizations
effectively exclude half the population from the networks

COUNTRY RANKINGS

Based on indicators compiled across these three pillars,
we calculated a social mobility score for each country.
These scores were then translated into a national score
and ranking. Higher scores represent a better environ-
ment for social mobility, and rankings are compiled
where 1 is the best, and 132 is the worst.

For each variable, the data is converted to a 0-10 index,
where 10 corresponds to a better environment for mobil-
ity, and o is a worse environment. For most variables,
higher raw scores already correspond to “better” envi-
ronments. In some cases, for example certain measures of
corruption, higher scores correspond to more corruption.
In those cases, the highest score converts to a score of 0.

Each variable is averaged into a category (where some
categories have multiple individual variables, and others
have only one). Those categories are averaged into a

of trust and reciprocity that generate a robust civil society.

It is also useful to separate the legal freedom to partic-
ipate in civil society from the extent to which people
actually do so. Civil society freedom captures the artifi-
cial barriers governments erect that determine whether
civic life is legally possible in the first place, and to what
extent. Civil society participation, by contrast, captures
the extent to which people take up that opportunity where
it exists, through membership in associations, attendance
at civic or religious gatherings, or engagement in collec-
tive action. A country can score well on freedom while still
exhibiting low participation, just as meaningful participa-
tion can emerge in places with weaker formal protections;
distinguishing the two lets the index separate the oppor-
tunity for civil society formation from its realization.

The variables in this section differ from the sections above
because they reflect both formal rules and institutions
(artificial barriers) and individuals’ behavior, which often
relate to natural barriers. Some of these measures may be
less susceptible to public policy interventions, although
they still matter for social mobility. Nevertheless, most
of the variables included here have some direct policy
relevance, such as the freedom to start civil society groups
(which can encourage participation) or reducing barriers
to charitable giving.

sub-pillar (where each pillar has two). The two sub-pil-
lars are averaged into the pillar score. The overall mobil-
ity score is a simple average of the three pillars. Explicit
details on each variable are provided in Appendix C of
this report.

In Appendix A, we provide the scores, rankings, and
averages for each country in a given region. Appendix B
contains a snapshot for every country showing its overall
score and ranking with a breakdown across each pillar.
The goal of our analysis is to provide countries with a
more robust discussion about the barriers to social mobil-
ity in their polity and to highlight opportunities for poten-
tial policy reforms.
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TABLE 5 | SOCIAL MOBILITY AROUND THE WORLD

Overall rank (1-132) in order from most (1) o least (132) socially mobile.

SOCIALMOBILITY " GROWTH 'RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY
: (] o i ¥ 2 » £
COUNTRY RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE

Switzerland 8.51 4 8.13 2 892 3 8.49
Denmark 8.46 n 773 1 9.07 2 859
Norway 8.32 17 747 6 8.60 1 8.89
United States of America 819 3 8.35 8 8.50 17 773
New Zealand 8.19 5 8.10 5 8.65 13 783
Luxembourg 8.14 10 774 n 8.43 5 8.25
Estonia 8.13 24 721 4 871 4 8.47
Germany 8.13 12 772 7 8.55 9 8u
Australia 8.05 6 794 13 8.39 14 783
Japan 794 16 747 9 8.49 12 785
Sweden 790 25 715 3 8.74 16 781
Ireland 788 9 776 17 8.05 15 782
Canada 787 7 776 21 793 n 792
Iceland 776 15 749 10 8.45 25 7.34
Netherlands 772 13 768 15 8.26 28 7.22
Singapore 768 2 8.54 26 757 38 6.94
Finland 767 21 7.26 12 8.39 24 7.36
Czechia 763 31 6.78 19 797 8 814
Belgium 760 23 722 18 8.04 20 755
United Kingdom 760 14 763 24 767 22 750
Malta 748 20 731 39 6.89 6 8.24
Slovenia 736 43 6.42 28 750 7 815
Spain 735 26 712 22 791 34 702
South Korea 735 29 6.92 29 741 18 773
Austria 731 30 6.87 23 776 26 730
Hong Kong 731 1 8.76 38 6.93 55 6.24
Latvia 7.30 38 6.49 14 8.33 31 707
Lithuania 7.30 36 6.59 16 8.10 30 719
France 7.20 27 702 27 752 32 707
Ttaly 702 44 6.35 32 718 21 752
Israel 6.96 34 6.69 37 6.99 29 721
Cyprus 6.95 40 6.44 33 717 27 7.25
Greece 6.89 39 6.48 40 6.80 23 738
Costa Rica 6.84 51 6.07 25 762 40 6.84
Poland 6.82 a1 6.43 36 702 35 702
Jamaica 6.78 52 6.05 31 7.25 33 704

OVERALL QUARTILE: @ Top @ Second © Third @ Bottom
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COUNTRY

Slovakia
Trinidad and Tobago
Chile
Croatia
Portugal
Uruguay
Malaysia
United Arab Emirates
Mauritius
Romania
Albania
Hungary
Bulgaria
Moldova
Armenia
Panama
Kuwait
Serbia
Guyana
Brazil
Jordan
Botswana
Dominican Republic
Qatar
Argentina
Colombia
Peru
Mongolia
Thailand
South Africa
Fiji

Saudi Arabia
Sri Lanka
Bahrain
Ukraine
Benin
Kazakhstan
The Gambia
Philippines
Kenya

OVERALL QUARTILE: @ Top

RANK

© e 5
SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE
6.76 47 6.23 34 707 37 6.97
6.73 57 5.81 45 6.38 10 799
6.70 50 6.10 20 795 60 6.07
6.68 56 5.82 42 6.66 19 757
6.66 33 6.69 35 7.06 56 6.24
6.66 53 6.05 30 7.36 45 6.56
6.57 32 6.78 52 6.14 41 6.80
6.41 8 776 4l 5.65 67 5.83
6.38 37 6.59 53 6.12 50 6.44
6.37 48 6.21 43 6.48 51 6.43
6.35 42 6.42 56 6.07 44 6.57
6.32 35 6.61 60 5.88 47 6.47
6.21 45 6.28 57 6.01 52 6.33
6.16 85 471 41 6.78 36 6.99
6.15 69 543 46 6.38 42 6.65
6.14 46 6.26 49 6.29 66 5.87
593 28 6.92 64 5.82 86 5.05
591 60 5.65 84 513 39 6.94
5.88 61 5.63 75 543 43 6.58
5.87 82 490 50 6.27 48 6.45
5.85 49 6.20 51 6.15 83 5.20
5.83 84 479 44 6.47 57 6.23
5.80 59 5.73 69 5.72 64 5.96
578 19 7.34 85 511 20 4.88
5.75 78 5.08 62 5.85 53 6.33
5.70 63 5.55 55 6.09 76 5.46
5.66 65 5.52 59 5.99 75 5.49
5.65 70 5.39 72 5.63 65 5.92
561 55 6.01 91 480 61 6.04
559 74 512 54 6.09 72 5.57
5.56 80 493 58 6.00 68 576
5.52 18 743 94 4,66 101 4.48
5.47 20 4,58 70 572 59 6.10
5.45 22 7.24 99 460 100 450
5.40 87 4.64 87 5.06 46 6.50
5.36 m 369 48 6.29 58 6.10
5.34 64 5.53 92 477 70 572
5.33 93 443 47 6.32 82 5.24
5.33 68 5.46 86 5.10 78 543
5.32 106 394 74 5.58 49 6.44

Third @ Bottom

The Archbridge Institute
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COUNTRY

Ghana
Paraguay
Ecuador
Kyrgyzstan
Mexico
Guatemala
Tunisia
Honduras
Tanzania
Senegal
Indonesia
Namibia
Nepal
Vietnam
Zambia
Lesotho
Morocco
Gabon
Tiirkiye
Bolivia
Russia
Nigeria
Ivory Coast
El Salvador
China

Iraq
Liberia
Togo

India

Niger
Rwanda
Malawi
Burkina Faso
Tajikistan
Uganda
Cameroon
Zimbabwe
Algeria
Bangladesh

Iran

OVERALL QUARTILE: @ Top

Second

© e 5
RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE
5.25 91 446 68 5.73 73 5.56
5.24 58 573 81 5.21 95 477
5.23 72 5.14 79 5.27 81 5.29
517 81 490 98 461 62 6.00
515 67 5.47 90 4.83 84 515
513 66 551 80 5.27 96 4,61
5.06 92 445 61 5.87 92 4.85
498 79 497 83 515 93 4.82
493 n4 351 63 5.82 77 5.45
492 98 4.22 73 561 87 494
4.89 86 4,67 96 464 80 5.37
4.89 107 3.92 65 5.82 88 493
487 83 4.89 82 519 99 453
487 76 511 93 4.72 94 478
4.87 124 2.86 66 5.76 63 5.98
4.86 n3 3.57 78 5.28 69 575
4.84 71 5.20 76 5.42 1o 3.89
4.80 1o 3.75 101 4.39 54 6.25
464 62 563 97 462 121 367
458 105 401 103 4.36 79 5.38
4.49 77 5.08 n4 379 97 458
442 101 409 108 411 85 507
441 102 409 88 5.02 107 411
4.37 73 5.14 nz 3.66 103 431
4.37 54 6.04 12 3.83 127 3.23
431 88 464 122 3.38 89 491
4.28 123 2.90 100 444 74 550
4.27 18 3.27 95 4,65 91 4.88
4.26 89 459 102 4.38 n3 381
4.22 126 2.68 67 575 106 4.22
410 96 4.28 105 4.28 16 374
399 129 2.38 77 531 104 4.29
397 16 3.32 89 492 122 367
3.95 75 512 128 2.87 m 3.87
3.92 120 3.16 107 419 102 442
3.89 108 3.83 123 3.28 98 454
3.88 130 2.37 ns 3.60 4l 5.66
3.87 109 3.75 n3 3.80 108 407
381 99 414 127 301 105 4.27
3.80 104 403 121 3.46 109 3.92

Third @ Bottom
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COUNTRY RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE
Pakistan 374 94 434 15 370 128 316
Mali 369 119 317 104 436 125 353
Egypt 369 n2 366 106 4.25 129 315
Ethiopia 359 121 306 109 405 120 367
Cambodia 350 103 408 124 317 126 3.6
Haiti 349 nz 330 120 350 19 368
Mauritania 3.47 15 333 119 356 124 354
Angola 346 125 271 1o 391 n7 372
Eswatini 343 97 423 125 306 131 299
Laos 340 95 434 126 3.03 132 2.82
Madagascar 333 127 257 16 368 114 375
Mozambique 330 128 242 m 391 123 357
Republic of the Congo 3.20 122 292 129 282 112 386
Nicaragua 315 100 411 132 2.26 130 3.09
c?fetrﬁg ccrgggoRepubhc 2.88 131 218 130 275 18 371
Central African Republic 275 132 1.85 131 266 15 375

OVERALL QUARTILE: @ Top @ Second @ Third @ Bottom

. MAP | SOCIAL MOBILITY AROUND THE WORLD 2026

OVERALL QUARTILE: @ Top @ Second ¢ Third @ Bottom
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COMPARISONS TO OTHER MEASURES

This index is not just an “economic freedom” index,
although it uses many components of economic freedom
that are important to mobility: namely, regulatory bar-
riers and the protection of property rights. It is also not
an average income ranking in disguise. Rich countries
tend to be rich because they have strong property rights
and high-quality legal systems, high levels of education
opportunities, and low regulatory barriers. Similarly, rich
countries can better afford some measures included in the
index, like infrastructure.

To illustrate this, we compare our index across three
variables: education mobility,* intergenerational income
mobility,*? and extreme poverty.** We do this for the over-
all index and its scores, as well as for the residual index
after adjusting for a country’s income per capita. Since
this index is a measure of the environment for mobility
today, we should expect some correlation, but not per-
fect since certain variables (such as income and educa-
tion mobility) capture outcomes from people born over
a generation ago.

FIGURE 2 | SOCIAL MOBILITY &
RELATIVE EDUCATION MOBILITY
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Relative Education Mobility (1-Rel Mob)
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03

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Social Mobility Index

Sources: van der Weide, R, Lakner, C., Mahler, D. G, Narayan, A, & Gupta, R. (2024).
Intergenerational mobility around the world: A new database. Journal of Development
Economics, 166, 103167. Relative education mobility is the correlation between the child and
parents’ years of school. The relative education mobility measure is inverted so that higher
scores indicate greater relative education mobility.

Figures 2-5 summarize these results. The index is posi-
tively and strongly correlated to every measure of mobil-
ity. The correlation with relative education mobility,
which is inverted so that higher scores of mobility indi-
cate more mobility, is 0.48; the correlation with income
mobility is slightly stronger, 0.52. Absolute education
mobility, or the probability that a child surpasses their
parent’s education levels, is also positively correlated with
our index. Finally, higher mobility scores are strongly and
negatively correlated with extreme poverty levels.

To ensure that this is not just a “high-income” rank-
ing, we remove the part of the index and outcome that
is explained by logged per capita incomes and correlate
the residuals. The result is less strong, which is not sur-
prising, but still positively correlated. We report this in
Figures 6-7. The correlation is still meaningful for both
education mobility (r=0.34) and income (r=0.29). This
gives credence to the idea that aspects of this index matter
for mobility for reasons other than those explained by
incomes.

SOCIALMOBILITY &
INTERGENERATIONAL INCOME MOBILITY

FIGURE 3
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Social Mobility Index

Sources: Mufioz, E., & van der Weide, R. (2025). Global database on intergenerational in-
come mobility [Data set, June 2025 release]. World Bank. Intergenerational income mobility
is the correlation between child and parental income. The income mobility measure is
inverted so that higher scores indicate greater relative income mobility.
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FIGURE 4 = SOCIAL MOBILITY &
ABSOLUTE EDUCATION MOBILITY
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Social Mobility Index
Sources: van der Weide, R., Lakner, C., Mahler, D. G, Narayan, A, & Gupta, R. (2024).

Intergenerational mobility around the world: A new database. Journal of Development
Economics, 166, 103167. Absolute education mobility is the probability that a child surpasses

their parent’s education category, conditional on the parent not having a tertiary education.

FIGURE 6 | J0CIAL MOBILITY & EDUCATION MOBILITY
(RESIDUAL)

ADJUSTED FOR INCOME PER CAPITA
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Social Mability Index
(residual fromincome per capita)

Sources: van der Weide, R., Lakner, C., Mahler, D. G, Narayan, A, & Gupta, R. (2024). Inter-
generational mobility around the world: A new database. Journal of Development Econom-
ics, 166, 103167. Relative education mobility is the correlation between the child and parents’
years of school. The relative education mobility measure is inverted so that higher scores
indicate greater relative education mobility. Residuals are taken from a linear regression of
social mobility and income per capita; similarly, residuals are taken from a linear regression
of relative education mobility and income per capita.

FIGURE 5 | SOCIAL MOBILITY & EXTREME POVERTY
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Social Mobility Index

Sources: World Bank, World Development Indicators, indicator SI.POV.DDAY (poverty head-
count ratio at $3.00 a day, 2021 PPP), most recent year available since 2010.

SOCIAL MOBILITY & INCOME MOBILITY (RESIDUAL)

ADJUSTED FOR INCOME PER CAPITA

FIGURE 7
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Social Mability Index
(residual from income per capita)

Sources: Mufoz, E., & van der Weide, R. (2025). Global database on intergenerational in-
come mobility [Data set, June 2025 release]. World Bank. Intergenerational income mobility
is the correlation between child and parental income. Residuals are taken from a linear
regression of social mobility and income per capita; similarly, residuals are taken from a
linear regression of income mobility and income per capita.
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DISCUSSION

Regional scores

Two regions drastically outperform the rest of the world.
North America (8.03) and Western Europe (7.64) form a
clear lead, scoring above 7.0 on all three pillars individ-
ually, while no other region has an average score of 7.0
on any single pillar. The third-highest performing region,
Eastern Europe & Central Asia, trails Western Europe by
more than a full point overall. Latin America & Caribbean,
along with Middle East & North Africa, substantially beat
out the bottom two regions: South Asia and Sub-Saharan
Africa.

East Asia & Pacific and the Middle East & North Africa all
score highest on Pillar 1 (Entrepreneurship and Growth)
relative to the other two pillars. For each of these regions,
growth and business environment outpace their legal
institutions and education scores.

By contrast, Western Europe, Eastern Europe & Central
Asia, and Latin America & Caribbean all score lowest on
Pillar 1, with their strengths instead lying in Pillar 2 (Legal
Institutions and Rule of Law) or Pillar 3 (Education and
Civil Society). Sub-Saharan Africa fits this second group
as well, but far more extremely. This split implies that
“what’s holding a region back” is not a uniform story;
social mobility is indeed multifaceted. For roughly half of
the regions, the binding constraint is the entrepreneur-
ial and regulatory climate, while for the other half, it is
institutional quality or access to a quality education and
civil society.

TABLE 9 | SOCIAL MOBILITY SCORES BY REGION

In order from highest to lowest social mobility scores.

OVERALL

Sub-Saharan Africa, the worst-performing region, scores
poorly on all three areas, but in particular with respect to
Pillar 1, which sits more than 1 point below its Pillar 2 and
Pillar 3 scores. Relative to its own scores, Sub-Saharan
Africa’s environment for entrepreneurship and growth is
disproportionately weak. This points toward the business
climate, regulatory burdens, and a lack of growth-oriented
policies as a particularly acute constraint on mobility in
the region; nevertheless, the other two pillars still score
the lowest or second-lowest in the sample in absolute
terms even as they are relatively less far behind.

The Middle East & North Africa tells a different story. Its
Pillar 1 score (5.90) is nearly identical to Eastern Europe
& Central Asia (5.91). But this region’s overall score (5.35)
trails Eastern Europe & Central Asia’s (6.21) by nearly a
full point, entirely because of weaker Pillar 2 and Pillar
3 scores. In other words, MENA’s growth environment
is competitive, but its comparative weakness is concen-
trated in institutions and education/civil society.

South Asia, on the other hand, is uniformly weak. Its
three pillar scores have a less than half-point difference
between them, so unlike Sub-Saharan Africa or MENA,
no single pillar stands out as the primary constraint. Their
main issue is that all three dimensions are underdevel-
oped, suggesting a more broad-based development chal-
lenge rather than one lagging area.

ENTREPRENEURSHIP INSTITUTIONS & EDUCATION &

SOCIAL MOBILITY & GROWTH RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY

: o . i ¥ 2 X £ -
REGION SCORES SCORES SCORES SCORES

North America 8.03 8.06 8.22 782

Western Europe 764 7.26 8.03 762

Eastern Europe & Central Asia 6.21 591 6.18 6.54

East Asia & Pacific 6.02 6.28 591 5.86

Latin America & Caribbean 552 5.34 560 561

Middle East & North Africa 5.35 590 515 501

South Asia 443 451 440 4.37

Sub-Saharan Africa 432 3.52 469 4.74
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TABLE 10 | SOCIALMOBILITY SCORES FOR EACH PILLAR
By country in alphabetical order; most (1) to least (132) socially mobile.
ih % 53
— PILLAR1 1o PILLAR 2 - PILLAR 3
ENTREPRENEURSHIP & GROWTH INSTITUTIONS & RULE OF LAW EDUCATION & CIVIL SOCIETY
A Regulation and taxes c State predatory action e FEducation
e Costs, affordability, and o Legalsystem quality and r Civil society and charity
infrastructure property rights
COUNTRY A B TOTAL Cc D TOTAL E F TOTAL

Albania 709 575 6.42 6.10 6.05 6.07 6.25 6.88 6.57
Algeria 299 452 3.75 403 357 3.80 5.18 297 407
Angola 364 1.90 277 468 313 391 137 6.06 3.72
Argentina 415 6.01 5.08 6.16 553 5.85 6.06 6.59 6.33
Armenia 5.54 5.32 543 6.56 6.19 6.38 6.53 6.77 6.65
Australia 773 8.14 794 8.47 831 839 782 7.83 7.83
Austria 5.96 779 6.87 8.09 Tht 776 732 7.28 730
Bahrain 753 6.95 7.24 3.80 540 460 562 337 450
Bangladesh 450 3.79 414 284 317 301 282 5.72 427
Belgium 590 8.53 7.22 899 709 8.04 745 764 755
Benin 5.29 209 369 756 5.02 6.29 540 6.80 6.10
Bolivia 337 4,65 401 4,64 409 436 470 6.06 538
Botswana 5.54 4,04 479 6,63 6.31 6.47 571 6.76 6.23
Brazil 383 5.96 490 6.16 6.38 6.27 548 741 6.45
Bulgaria 6.11 6.45 6.28 6.06 597 6.01 6.08 6.57 6.33
Burkina Faso 5,66 098 3.32 5.20 465 492 148 5.86 367
Cambodia 449 368 408 175 460 317 2.39 412 3.26
Cameroon 4,62 3.05 383 291 366 3.28 391 5.18 454
Canada 713 8.40 776 8.33 754 793 8.48 735 792
Central African Republic 2.80 091 1.85 2.25 3.06 2.66 179 571 375
Chile 6.08 6.12 6.10 799 790 795 488 7.25 607
China 435 773 6.04 3.26 439 3.83 403 242 3.23
Colombia 577 5.33 555 569 6.48 6.09 4,05 6.87 5.46
Costa Rica 6.39 575 6.07 8.05 7.20 762 6.20 747 6.84
Croatia 5.16 6.48 5.82 716 6.15 6.66 858 6.56 757
Cyprus 598 6.90 6.44 773 6.60 717 772 6.77 7.25
Czechia 6.53 703 6.78 8.80 714 797 8.79 749 8.14
gfegllgccriggcoRep“th 361 075 218 209 342 275 2.27 515 371
Denmark 6.71 8.75 773 9.52 8.62 9.07 9.08 8.09 8.59
Dominican Republic 6.16 5.29 5Y/3 533 6.12 5.72 4.58 7.33 5.96
Ecuador 478 5.50 514 470 5.85 5.27 416 6.41 5.29
Egypt 2.27 5.05 3.66 3.54 495 4.25 3.74 2.57 315
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COUNTRY A B TOTAL Cc D TOTAL E F TOTAL
El Salvador 6.08 4.20 5.14 2.83 448 3.66 2.63 599 431
Estonia 717 7.25 7.21 9.08 8.33 871 9.04 789 8.47
Eswatini 4.56 391 4.23 3.25 2.87 3.06 2.78 319 299
Ethiopia 451 160 3.06 3.80 4.30 405 210 5.24 367
Fiji 5.86 400 493 6.74 5.26 6.00 516 6.36 5.76
Finland 6.43 8.10 7.26 9.01 777 8.39 745 7.26 7.36
France 5.86 8.18 702 8.07 6.97 752 703 711 707
Gabon 3.54 395 375 494 3.83 4.39 6.29 6.22 6.25
Germany 6.74 8.71 772 9.10 799 8.55 8.81 742 8.1
Ghana 5.22 370 4.46 5.42 6.04 5.73 410 701 5.56
Greece 541 755 6.48 7.28 6.33 6.80 769 708 7.38
Guatemala 704 398 5.51 4.54 599 5.27 2.35 6.88 461
Guyana 5.21 6.06 5.63 5.32 5.54 543 541 775 6.58
Haiti 444 2.16 3.30 3.28 3.72 3.50 173 5.62 3.68
Honduras 6.04 390 497 474 5.56 515 2.76 6.89 4.82
Hong Kong 9.10 8.42 8.76 701 6.84 6.93 798 450 6.24
Hungary 6.16 7.06 6.61 6.14 561 5.88 6.87 6.06 6.47
Iceland 6.88 8.11 749 8.98 792 8.45 750 717 7.34
India 469 450 4.59 4.23 4.54 4.38 318 443 381
Indonesia 473 461 467 4.25 5.03 464 390 6.84 5.37
Iran 3.16 4.89 403 3.03 390 3.46 5.38 2.45 392
Iraq 448 4.81 464 2.94 3.83 3.38 3.92 5.89 491
Ireland 744 8.07 776 8.80 730 8.05 749 8.16 782
Israel 6.19 718 6.69 730 6.68 6.99 762 6.80 721
Italy 5.25 7.46 6.35 776 6.59 718 770 7.34 752
Ivory Coast 5.41 2.78 4.09 470 5.35 5.02 2.32 5.89 411
Jamaica 711 499 6.05 7.23 7.27 7.25 515 8.92 704
Japan 711 7.83 747 8.45 8.54 8.49 9.35 6.35 785
Jordan 6.97 5.42 6.20 6.41 590 6.15 5.42 498 5.20
Kazakhstan 5.49 5.56 553 3.82 571 477 6.83 461 5.72
Kenya 512 2.77 3.94 5.27 5.89 558 517 771 6.44
Kuwait 6.00 784 6.92 5.23 6.41 5.82 5.58 4.52 5.05
Kyrgyzstan 513 468 490 3.96 5.26 461 6.69 5.32 6.00
Laos 413 455 4.34 2.47 359 3.03 2.95 2.68 2.82
Latvia 6.35 6.63 6.49 8.58 8.09 8.33 6.92 7.22 707
Lesotho 466 2.47 3.57 5.69 4.87 5.28 416 733 5.75
Liberia 411 168 290 448 4.40 444 340 761 5.50
Lithuania 6.23 6.96 6.59 789 8.30 8.10 769 6.70 719
Luxembourg 6.82 8.66 774 8.90 796 8.43 8.83 767 8.25
Madagascar 417 0.98 2.57 3.10 4.25 3.68 0.85 6.65 375
Malawi 4.46 0.29 2.38 5.01 562 531 2.22 6.36 4.29
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ih 2 3
COUNTRY A B TOTAL [+ D TOTAL E F TOTAL
Malaysia 718 6.37 6.78 6.28 599 6.14 718 6.42 6.80
Mali 4.21 213 317 392 480 4.36 1.88 517 353
Malta 6.62 8.00 731 762 6.17 6.89 8.69 779 8.24
Mauritania 474 191 3133 2.22 490 3.56 181 5.27 3.54
Mauritius 759 560 6.59 563 6.61 6.12 6.16 6.71 6.44
Mexico 5.33 561 547 419 547 483 433 598 515
Moldova 435 506 471 6.82 6.75 6.78 760 6.37 6.99
Mongolia 5.85 493 539 492 6.34 563 573 6.11 592
Morocco 509 531 5.20 51 5.74 542 3.42 437 3.89
Mozambique 391 093 2.42 3.48 433 391 121 593 3.57
Namibia 464 319 392 6.78 485 582 314 6.72 493
Nepal 5.84 395 489 5.22 515 519 2.57 6.50 453
Netherlands 6.62 8.74 768 8.70 782 8.26 716 7.27 7.22
New Zealand 8.52 768 8.10 8.95 8.34 8.65 7.88 778 783
Nicaragua 493 3.29 411 095 358 2.26 392 2.27 309
Niger 503 0.33 2.68 5.68 5.82 575 1.29 714 4.22
Nigeria 5.85 2.34 409 351 471 411 2.52 762 507
Norway 592 9.01 747 8.95 8.24 8.60 9.58 8.21 8.89
Pakistan 482 3.86 4.34 2.96 445 3.70 209 4.23 316
Panama 6.25 6.26 6.26 6.26 6.32 6.29 5.33 6.42 587
Paraguay 6.02 545 573 4.22 6.20 5.21 3.33 6.21 477
Peru 6.29 474 5.52 5.25 6.72 599 4.29 6.69 549
Philippines 6.21 472 5.46 3.79 6.41 510 4.34 6.51 543
Poland 6.09 6.77 6.43 764 6.40 702 8.10 594 702
Portugal 571 767 6.69 755 6.57 706 563 6.85 6.24
Qatar 6.87 780 7.34 489 5.34 51 770 2.06 488
Republic of the Congo 3.36 2.48 2.92 2.58 307 2.82 354 417 3.86
Romania 5.62 6.80 6.21 6.35 6.62 6.48 6.24 6.61 6.43
Russia 381 6.36 508 2.59 5.00 3.79 6.52 2.63 4.58
Rwanda 6.07 2.49 4.28 387 470 4.28 3.86 363 3.74
Saudi Arabia 6.64 8.21 743 381 551 4.66 6.39 2.57 448
Senegal 5.02 3.42 4.22 6.14 5.08 5.61 2.96 6.92 494
Serbia 531 599 565 477 549 513 767 6.21 6.94
Singapore 8.06 9.01 8.54 780 733 757 8.16 573 6.94
Slovakia 549 6.96 6.23 716 6.97 707 7.88 6.06 6.97
Slovenia 5.47 737 6.42 8.41 6.60 750 9.20 710 8.15
South Africa 5.28 4.96 512 5.70 6.49 6.09 441 6.72 5.57
South Korea 531 8.52 6.92 752 7.30 741 8.88 6.58 773
Spain 6.41 784 712 861 721 791 6.87 718 702
Sri Lanka 517 400 4.58 582 5.61 5.72 569 6.51 6.10
Sweden 5.85 8.46 715 9.35 8.14 8.74 758 8.03 781
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COUNTRY A B TOTAL c D TOTAL E F TOTAL
Switzerland 710 9.16 8.13 910 8.73 8.92 9.36 761 8.49
Tajikistan 571 453 512 193 381 2.87 492 2.82 3.87
Tanzania 5.38 1.65 3.51 6.72 492 5.82 442 6.47 5.45
Thailand 5.88 6.13 6.01 3.57 6.03 4.80 5.52 6.56 6.04
The Gambia 6.35 2.52 4.43 709 5.55 6.32 2.68 781 5.24
Togo 438 2.15 3.27 3.70 5.61 465 458 5.17 4.88
Trinidad and Tobago 5.94 5.67 581 742 5.35 6.38 748 8.49 799
Tunisia 3.52 5.38 445 6.20 5.54 5.87 5.37 434 4.85
Tiirkiye 475 6.51 563 319 6.04 462 417 317 3.67
Uganda 5.22 11 316 312 5.26 419 4.28 4.55 442
Ukraine 409 5.20 464 447 5.65 5.06 6.43 6.57 6.50
United Arab Emirates 6.92 8.60 776 5.52 5.78 5.65 742 4.23 5.83
United Kingdom 731 794 763 773 760 767 813 6.87 750
United States of America 8.38 8.33 8.35 8.34 8.66 8.50 752 793 773
Uruguay 5.76 6.34 6.05 8.43 6.28 736 6.27 6.84 6.56
Vietnam 437 5.85 511 4.46 499 472 6.31 3.25 478
Zambia 4.36 1.36 2.86 6.02 5.50 5.76 468 7.28 5.98
Zimbabwe 2.35 2.40 2.37 3.39 381 360 6.15 5.17 5.66

Pillar scores

Countries can experience a similar divergence across pil-
lars. Most countries in the index fit one of three stories:
1) uniformly strong, mid, or weak; 2) buoyed by market
freedom; or 3) brought down by the economy.

Most of the countries in the top and bottom quartiles
fit the first description. The second describes a group of
countries that scored incredibly well on Pillar 1 (Entre-
preneurship and Growth) while falling short elsewhere. In
particular, the countries in Table 11 all received a “10” on
the top marginal tax rate variable, indicating low taxes.
However, each of these countries has a worse rank overall
than in Pillar 1.

The gap is concentrated in two places. The first is the
sub-pillar of civil society and charity (within Pillar 3),
where Singapore, Hong Kong, UAE, Saudi Arabia, and
Qatar all score 94™ or worse. The second is poor per-
formance with respect to predatory state action (within
Pillar 2). UAE, Qatar, and Saudi Arabia are all in the

bottom half of this sub-pillar. These countries have low
taxes and an environment that is open for market activity,
but they received poor marks on the other measures.

While not included in the table, China is another exam-
ple of this pattern. They rank 54% on Pillar 1, but 112%
on Pillar 2 and 127" on Pillar 3, which drops them to the
bottom quartile (101%) overall.

It is worth highlighting five countries with the opposite
story. Table 12 shows countries that scored well overall
but performed poorly on the top marginal tax rate vari-
able (i.e., high taxes). Each country is ranked 104" or
worse on tax indicators. Yet, Denmark and Norway are
ranked 2™ and 3 overall because they do well in essen-
tially every other category. Denmark has the highest score
in the world for Pillar 2 (Institutions and Rule of Law),
and Norway has the highest scores in Pillar 3 (Education
and Civil Society). Even though Belgium received a “0” for
income taxes, their scores on other measures still lifted
them to 19" overall.
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The final group reflects places that are being dragged down 2 and Pillar 3. This one key area drops them to 91 overall.
by their Pillar 1 scores. Each of the countries in Table 13 are  These are countries whose institutions and civic life outrun
below average in Pillar 1, and that pillar is their worst rank  their incomes. For them, the binding constraint, and the
by a wide margin. Zambia, for example, is in the bottom simplest barrier to unleash prosperity and mobility, is the
ten for Pillar 1, yet it is in the middle of the pack for Pillar cost of doing business.

TABLE 11 | MARKET FRIENDLY, POOR INSTITUTIONS AND CIVIL SOCIETY

OVERALL ENTREPRENEURSHIP  INSTITUTIONS & EDUCATION &
SOCIAL MOBILITY & GROWTH RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY
T Q | T 1h T % T @ |
COUNTRY RANK RANK RANK RANK
Singapore 2 26 38
Hong Kong 1 38 55
United Arab Emirates 8 71 67
Kuwait 28 64 86
Qatar 19 85 20
Saudi Arabia 18 94 101
TABLE 12 | HIGH TAXES, HIGH MOBILITY
OVERALL MARGINAL INSTITUTIONS & EDUCATION &
SOCIAL MOBILITY INCOME TAX RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY
r 1h - % T E:C;; Y
COUNTRY RANK RANK RANK
Denmark 126 1 2
Norway 104 6 1
Sweden 131 3 16
Finland 125 12 24
Belgium 131 18 20
TABLE 13 | POOR ECONOMIES, LOW MOBILITY
OVERALL ENTREPRENEURSHIP  INSTITUTIONS & EDUCATION &
SOCIAL MOBILITY & GROWTH RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY
T ° T ih 1 % 1T @ ]
COUNTRY RANK RANK RANK RANK
Moldova 85 41 36
Botswana 84 44 57
Benin m 48 58
Kenya 106 74 49
Tanzania 14 63 77
Zambia 124 66 63
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FINAL THOUGHTS

With this index, we have sought to provide a framework
on how to think holistically about an environment that
supports social mobility. We hope that this effort serves
to broaden the conversation and inspire further research.
We will certainly seek to improve this index in future edi-
tions based on newly available data and input from schol-
ars in the field.

In these final thoughts, we are compelled to offer a few
caveats. First, it is difficult to use our data to assess inter-
generational mobility. Much of the data we have compiled
can be seen as influencing mobility going forward rather
than in the past.

However, this highlights an interesting dynamic in the lit-
erature where scholarship is more concerned with inter-
generational mobility than intragenerational mobility.
Intergenerational mobility compares past generations
with future ones, while intragenerational mobility con-
cerns itself with assessing how much an individual’s

income grows year after year. Intergenerational ques-
tions matter, as the family plays a crucial role in skills
development. But intragenerational measurements also
matter after a certain age, mostly after people join the
labor market. Whatever skills they have developed at a
younger age will continue to develop through adulthood
and in the marketplace, which is why it is important to
assess how conditions affect people year to year.

Measurement of all of these variables can provide guide-
posts to highlight potential problems, like stagnating or
declining levels of social mobility or widening inequality
gaps. But the main contribution of this index, we hope,
will be to inspire the robust discussion and develop-
ment of research and policy reforms that consider the
root causes of upward mobility. In turn, these efforts can
support reforms that lift barriers to social mobility and
human flourishing and enable opportunities for people
to achieve their fullest human potential.
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APPENDIX A | REGIONAL PROFILES

132 COUNTRIES, 8 REGIONS 9 NORTH AMERICA 0 WESTERN EUROPE
The index examines social The region leads with the Switzerland, Denmark, and

mobility across eight highest average social Norway are the top three
global regions. mobility score. countries for social mobility.

@ OPPORTUNITIES m LARGE GAP IN SOCIAL MOBILITY
There is no one-size-fits-all path A 3.71-point gap separates

to social mobility—every country regions, with Sub-Saharan
has opportunities for reform. Africa at the bottom.

N
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REGIONAL PROFILE

NORTH AMERICA

North America leads all eight regions with an average social mobility score of 8.03. The United States

ranks 4th globally, while Canada ranks 13th. The region has the highest average scores in all three pillars,
with its best score in Institutions and Rule of Law.

Greenland
[Denmark]

Performance quartile:
® Top

Second

Third
® Bottom

N/A

United States of America

COUNTRY DISTRIBUTION BY OVERALL QUARTILE

® 2 Top quartile o Second quartile OThird quartile o o Bottom quartile

COUNTRIES COUNTRIES COUNTRIES COUNTRIES

AVERAGE REGIONAL SCORES
SCORE RANGE: O to 10

OVERALL ENTREPRENEURSHIP INSTITUTIONS EDUCATION AND
SOCIAL MOBILITY AND GROWTH AND RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY

8.03 8.06 8.22 182
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soclAL MoBILITY | NORTHAMERICA

OVERALL ENTREPRENEURSHIP INSTITUTIONS & EDUCATION &
SOCIAL MOBILITY & GROWTH RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY
T ° 1 T 1l 1T % 1T @
REGIONAL
RANK COUNTRY RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE
United States of America 4 819 3 8.35 8 8.50 17 773
Canada 13 787 7 776 21 793 n 792
8.03 8.06 8.22 7.82

L REGIONAL AVERAGES !
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REGIONAL PROFILE

WESTERN EUROPE —

Western Europe ranks second overall with an average social mobility score of 7.64. Switzerland, Denmark,

and Norway occupy the top three global positions, while Portugal is the only country not in the top quar-
tile; it ranks 41st globally. Institutions and Rule of Law is the region’s strongest pillar.

Performance quartile:

@® Top
Second
Third
® Bottom
N/A
[}
/
United Kingdom b Denmark{
i‘l Netherlands ,
Ireland
Belgium
Luxembourg
Austria
Switzerland
Portugal ——= Greece
~ g
COUNTRY DISTRIBUTION BY OVERALL QUARTILE
® 1 8 Top quartile 1 Second quartile o Third quartile ® o Bottomquartile
COUNTRIES COUNTRIES COUNTRIES COUNTRIES
AVERAGE REGIONAL SCORES
SCORE RANGE: 0 fo 10
OVERALL ENTREPRENEURSHIP INSTITUTIONS EDUCATION AND
SOCIAL MOBILITY AND GROWTH AND RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY
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soclAL moBiLiTy  WESTERN EUROPE

SOCIAL MOBILITY N AND GROWTH ' RULEOF LAW ~ CIVIL SOCIETY.
: o o ih ¥ p 2 ¥ £ -

RE:;LOPIT(AL COUNTRY RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE
Switzerland 1 851 4 813 2 8.92 3 8.49
Denmark 2 8.46 n 773 1 9.07 2 8.59
Norway 3 8.32 17 T47 6 8.60 1 8.89
Luxembourg 6 8.14 10 774 n 8.43 5 8.25
Germany 8 8.13 12 772 7 8.55 9 81
Sweden n 790 25 715 3 874 16 781
Ireland 12 788 9 776 17 8.05 15 782
Iceland 14 776 15 749 10 8.45 25 7.34
Netherlands 15 772 13 768 15 8.26 28 722
Finland 17 767 21 7.26 12 8.39 24 7.36
Belgium 19 760 23 7.22 18 8.04 20 755
United Kingdom 20 760 14 763 24 767 22 750
Spain 23 7.35 26 712 22 791 34 702
Austria 25 731 30 6.87 23 776 26 7.30
France 29 7.20 27 702 27 752 32 707
Ttaly 30 702 44 6.35 32 718 21 752
Cyprus 32 6.95 40 6.44 33 717 27 725
Greece 33 6.89 39 6.48 40 6.80 23 738

Portugal

6.24

41 6.66 33 6.69 35 706 56

REGIONAL AVERAGES
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REGIONAL PROFILE

EASTERN EUROPE & GENTRAL ASIA —

Eastern Europe and Central Asia ranks third overall with an average social mobility score of 6.21. Estonia

leads at 7th globally, while Tajikistan ranks 110th. This wide variation highlights uneven outcomes across
the region, despite comparatively stronger performance in Education and Civil Society.

Performance quartile:

@® Top
Second
Estonia Third
- d Russia ® Bottom
< N/A
Latvia “
Lithuania ’
Belarus
Poland
Czechia‘
S dhreine Kazakhstan
Hungary
Slovenia 4' Romania
Croatia——= Serbia Moldova
Montenegro——= Bulgaria Georgia
Uzbekistan
Ki 1
Albania —= I yrgyzstan
North Tiirkiye I Turkmenistan
Macedonia " Tajikistan
Azerbaijan

Armenia

COUNTRY DISTRIBUTION BY OVERALL QUARTILE

® 5 Top quartile 10 Second quartile 5 Third quartile ® 1 Bottom quartile

COUNTRIES COUNTRIES COUNTRIES COUNTRIES

AVERAGE REGIONAL SCORES
SCORE RANGE: O to 10

OVERALL ENTREPRENEURSHIP INSTITUTIONS EDUCATION AND
SOCIAL MOBILITY AND GROWTH AND RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY
b2l 0.Jl bI8 b.od
L]
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socIAL MoBILITY | EASTERN EUROPE & CENTRAL ASIA

SOCIAL MOBILITY g GRowTH |~ 'RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY
: (] o ih ¥ 2 ¥ £ -
REF?;I\%T(AL COUNTRY RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE
Estonia 7 813 24 721 4 871 4 8.47
Czechia 18 763 31 6.78 19 797 8 8.14
Slovenia 22 7.36 43 6.42 28 750 7 8.15
Latvia 27 7.30 38 6.49 14 8.33 31 707
Lithuania 28 7.30 36 6.59 16 8.10 30 719
Poland 35 6.82 41 6.43 36 702 35 702
Slovakia 37 6.76 47 6.23 34 707 37 6.97
Croatia 40 6.68 56 5.82 42 6.66 19 757
Romania 46 6.37 48 6.21 43 6.48 51 6.43
Albania a7 6.35 42 6.42 56 6.07 44 6.57
Hungary 48 6.32 35 6.61 60 5.88 47 6.47
Bulgaria 49 6.21 45 6.28 57 6.01 52 6.33
Moldova 50 6.16 85 471 41 6.78 36 6.99
Armenia 51 6.15 69 543 46 6.38 42 6.65
Serbia 54 591 60 5.65 84 513 39 6.94
Ukraine 7 540 87 464 87 5.06 46 6.50
Kazakhstan 73 5.34 64 5.53 92 477 70 5.72
Kyrgyzstan 80 517 81 490 98 461 62 6.00
Tiirkiye 95 464 62 5.63 97 462 121 367
Russia 97 4.49 77 508 n4 379 97 458

Tajikistan m 387

110 395 75 512 128 2.87

REGIONAL AVERAGES !
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REGIONAL PROFILE

EAST ASIA & PACIFIG

East Asia and Pacific ranks fourth overall with an average social mobility score of 6.02. New Zealand ranks

16 RANKED COUNTRIES

5th globally, while Laos ranks 126th. This substantial disparity underscores the region’s varied outcomes.

Entrepreneurship and Growth is the region’s strongest pillar.

Mongolia

ol

North
Korea
Japan

”
FHong Kong
South Korea
Myanmar [Burma] —— Taiwan
Laos P
*— Viet
Thailand fetnam
'— Cambodia
Philippines
— Maluysiul
Si 3
NI G Papua New
Guinea
Indonesia l

COUNTRY DISTRIBUTION BY OVERALL QUARTILE

® 6 Top quartile 3 Second quartile 4 Third quartile

COUNTRIES COUNTRIES COUNTRIES

AVERAGE REGIONAL SCORES
SCORE RANGE: O to 10

OVERALL ENTREPRENEURSHIP INSTITUTIONS
SOCIAL MOBILITY AND GROWTH AND RULE OF LAW

b.02 b.26 0.1
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Second
Third
® Bottom
N/A

Fiji

New Zealund»

® 3 Bottomquartile

COUNTRIES

EDUCATION AND
CIVIL SOCIETY
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soclIAL MoBILITY = EASTASIA&PACIFIC

SOCIAL MOBILITY e Growth * 'RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY
: o o ih ¥ p 2 ¥ £ -
RE:;IA?‘IT(AL COUNTRY RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE
New Zealand 5 819 5 8.10 5 8.65 13 783
Australia 9 8.05 6 794 13 8.39 14 783
Japan 10 794 16 T47 9 8.49 12 785
Singapore 16 768 2 8.54 26 757 38 6.94
South Korea 24 735 29 6.92 29 741 18 773
Hong Kong 26 731 1 8.76 38 6.93 55 6.24
Malaysia 43 6.57 32 6.78 52 6.14 41 6.80
Mongolia 64 5.65 70 5.39 72 563 65 5.92
Thailand 65 561 55 6.01 91 4.80 61 6.04
Fiji 67 5.56 80 493 58 6.00 68 5.76
Philippines 75 5.33 68 5.46 86 510 78 5.43
Indonesia 87 489 86 467 96 464 80 5.37
Vietnam 90 487 76 511 93 472 94 478
China 101 437 54 6.04 12 3.83 127 3.23
Cambodia 121 3.50 103 408 124 317 126 3.26
Laos 126 3.40 95 4.34

2.82

. - ] -

REGIONAL AVERAGES
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REGIONAL PROFILE

LATIN AMERICA & GARIBBEAN

21 RANKED COUNTRIES

Latin America and Caribbean ranks fifth overall with an average social mobility score of 5.52. Costa Rica

leads at 34th globally, while Nicaragua ranks 130th. Regional pillar scores are closely grouped, suggesting
that opportunities and challenges extend across all three pillar areas.

Cuba  Haiti
‘

Mexico Dominican Republic

*Belize .Ljamaica *~Puerto Rico

Guatemala —— *—Honduras
‘Nicarqguu Trinidad and Tobago

El Salvador French Guiana
Costa Rica / T Venezuela /

Panama «——— Suriname
Colombia *~— French Guiana

Ecuador ——

Peru Brazil

Bolivia
———— Paraguay

Chile —— »— Uruguay

Argentina

COUNTRY DISTRIBUTION BY OVERALL QUARTILE

® o Top quartile 12 Second quartile 6 Third quartile

COUNTRIES COUNTRIES COUNTRIES

AVERAGE REGIONAL SCORES
SCORE RANGE: O to 10

OVERALL ENTREPRENEURSHIP INSTITUTIONS
SOCIAL MOBILITY AND GROWTH AND RULE OF LAW

0.07 0.34 0.60
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soclAL MoBILITY | LATIN AMERICA & CARIBBEAN

REGIONAL
RANK

SOCIAL MOBILITY g Growth ' 'RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY
: o o ih ¥ % ¥ £ -
COUNTRY RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE
Costa Rica 34 6.84 51 6.07 25 762 40 6.84
Jamaica 36 6.78 52 6.05 31 7.25 33 704
Trinidad and Tobago 38 6.73 57 581 45 6.38 10 799
Chile 39 6.70 50 6.10 20 795 60 6.07
Uruguay 42 6.66 53 6.05 30 7.36 45 6.56
Panama 52 6.14 46 6.26 49 6.29 66 5.87
Guyana 55 5.88 61 563 75 543 43 6.58
Brazil 56 5.87 82 490 50 6.27 48 6.45
Dominican Republic 59 5.80 59 573 69 572 64 596
Argentina 61 5.75 78 508 62 5.85 53 6.33
Colombia 62 570 63 5.55 55 6.09 76 5.46
Peru 63 5.66 65 552 59 599 75 5.49
Paraguay 78 5.24 58 5.73 81 5.21 95 477
Ecuador 79 5.23 72 514 79 5.27 81 5.29
Mexico 81 515 67 547 90 483 84 515
Guatemala 82 513 66 551 80 5.27 96 461
Honduras 84 498 79 497 83 5.15 93 4.82
Bolivia 96 458 105 401 103 4.36 79 5.38
El Salvador 100 437 73 514 17 366 103 431
Haiti 122 3.49 17 3.30 120 350 19 368
Nicaragua 100 411 130 309

130 315
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REGIONAL PROFILE

MIDDLE EAST & NORTH AFRICA —

The Middle East and North Africa ranks sixth overall with an average social mobility score of 5.35. Malta

leads at 21st globally, while Egypt ranks 119th. Entrepreneurship and Growth stands out as the region’s
strongest pillar, substantially outperforming Education and Civil Society.

Performance quartile:

@® Top
Second
Third
® Bottom
‘= Malta )
Syria N/A
*—Tunisia Lebanon —
Israel
Morocco 11""“"
Western Sahara
Algeria
Libya *Bahrain
+Qatar
Saudi Arabia ——— United Arab Emirates

—— Oman

Yemen

Sudan

COUNTRY DISTRIBUTION BY OVERALL QUARTILE

® 2 Top quartile 4 Second quartile 4 Third quartile ® 4 Bottom quartile

COUNTRIES COUNTRIES COUNTRIES COUNTRIES

AVERAGE REGIONAL SCORES
SCORE RANGE: O to 10

OVERALL ENTREPRENEURSHIP INSTITUTIONS EDUCATION AND
SOCIAL MOBILITY AND GROWTH AND RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY

0.30 0.90 ala 0.1
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socIAL MoBILITY = MIDDLE EAST & NORTH AFRICA

REGIONAL
RANK

SOCIAL MOBILITY e GROWTH ' 'RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY
. : i ¥ 2 ¥ £ -

COUNTRY RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE
Malta 21 748 20 731 39 6.89 6 8.24
Israel 31 6.96 34 6.69 37 6.99 29 721
United Arab Emirates 44 6.41 8 776 71 5.65 67 5.83
Kuwait 53 593 28 6.92 64 5.82 86 5.05
Jordan 57 5.85 49 6.20 51 6.15 83 5.20
Qatar 60 578 19 734 85 511 20 488
Saudi Arabia 68 552 18 743 94 4.66 101 448
Bahrain 70 5.45 22 7.24 99 460 100 450
Tunisia 83 5.06 92 445 61 5.87 92 485
Morocco 93 4.84 VAl 5.20 76 5.42 110 3.89
Iraq 102 431 88 4.64 122 3.38 89 491
Algeria 14 387 109 375 13 3.80 108 407
Iran 16 3.80 104 403 121 3.46 109 392
Egypt 4.25

9 3.69

12 3.66

The Archbridge Institute

37

REGIONAL AVERAGES

106

129

315




REGIONAL PROFILE

SOUTH ASIA

South Asia ranks seventh overall with an average social mobility score of 4.43. Sri Lanka leads at 69th

globally, while Pakistan ranks 117th. All five countries fall within the bottom two quartiles, reflecting com-
paratively limited social mobility across the region.

Performance quartile:
@® Top

Second
Third
® Bottom
N/A

Afghanistan

Nepal Bhutan

-

Bangladesh

Sri Lanka

COUNTRY DISTRIBUTION BY OVERALL QUARTILE

® o Top quartile o Second quartile 2 Third quartile ® 3 Bottomquartile

COUNTRIES COUNTRIES COUNTRIES COUNTRIES

AVERAGE REGIONAL SCORES
SCORE RANGE: O to 10

OVERALL ENTREPRENEURSHIP INSTITUTIONS EDUCATION AND
SOCIAL MOBILITY AND GROWTH AND RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY

143 4] 140 431
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socIAL MOBILITY | SOUTHASIA

OVERALL ENTREPRENEURSHIP INSTITUTIONS & EDUCATION &
SOCIAL MOBILITY & GROWTH RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY
T Q 1 T i 1T %’ 1T @ 1
REGIONAL
RANK COUNTRY RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE
Sri Lanka 69 547 90 458 70 5.72 59 6.10
Nepal 89 487 83 489 82 519 99 453
India 105 4.26 89 459 102 4.38 13 3.81
Bangladesh 15 381 99 414 127 3.01 105 4.27
Pakistan 17 3.74 94 434 3.70

3.16

REGIONAL AVERAGES
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REGIONAL PROFILE

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

Sub-Saharan Africa is the worst-performing region with an average social mobility score of 4.32. Mauritius
leads at 45th globally, while the Central African Republic ranks last. Entrepreneurship and Growth trails

34 RANKED COUNTRIES

the region’s other pillars, revealing a particularly pronounced gap in economic opportunity.

Burkina
Faso

Performance quartile:

Eritrea @ Top
Second
Senegal —— Third
The Gambia ——= / Djibouti @ Bottom
Guinea-Bissau — Guinea oA
Nigeria
Ivory
Coast
. +—— Somalia
Sierra Leone Togo
Liberia Ghana Kenya
Equuiorml
Guinea g#®——————Rwanda
——— Burundi
Republic of Tanzania
the Congo

Zambia

Madagascar

Namibia *—— Mauritius

Botswana

Eswatini

South =~ Lesotho
Africa

COUNTRY DISTRIBUTION BY OVERALL QUARTILE

° Ol 3 sear 1200 019 i

COUNTRIES

AVERAGE REGIONAL SCORES
SCORE RANGE: O to 10

OVERALL ENTREPRENEURSHIP INSTITUTIONS

EDUCATION AND
SOCIAL MOBILITY AND GROWTH AND RULE OF LAW

CIVIL SOCIETY

432

3.62 458
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socCIAL MOBILITY | SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

SOCIAL MOBILITY N GROWTH ' 'RULE OF LAW CIVIL SOCIETY
: o D ih ¥ 2 ¥ £ -
RE:AONT(AL COUNTRY RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE RANK SCORE
Mauritius 45 6.38 37 6.59 53 6.12 50 6.44
Botswana 58 5.83 84 479 44 6.47 57 6.23
South Africa 66 5.59 74 512 54 6.09 72 5.57
Benin 72 5.36 m 3.69 48 6.29 58 6.10
The Gambia 74 5.33 93 443 a7 6.32 82 5.24
Kenya 76 5.32 106 3.94 74 5.58 49 6.44
Ghana 77 5.25 91 446 68 5.73 73 5.56
Tanzania 85 493 n4 351 63 5.82 77 5.45
Senegal 86 492 98 4,22 73 5.61 87 4.94
Namibia 88 4.89 107 3.92 65 5.82 88 493
Zambia 91 4.87 124 2.86 66 5.76 63 5.98
Lesotho 92 4.86 13 357 78 5.28 69 5.75
Gabon 94 4.80 10 375 101 4.39 54 6.25
Nigeria 98 442 101 409 108 411 85 507
Ivory Coast 99 441 102 409 88 5.02 107 411
Liberia 103 4.28 123 290 100 444 74 5.50
Togo 104 4.27 18 3.27 95 465 91 4.88
Niger 106 4.22 126 2.68 67 5.75 106 4.22
Rwanda 107 410 96 4.28 105 4.28 116 3.74
Malawi 108 399 129 2.38 77 531 104 4.29
Burkina Faso 109 397 116 3.32 89 492 122 367
Uganda m 3.92 120 3.16 107 419 102 442
Cameroon 12 3.89 108 3.83 123 3.28 98 454
Zimbabwe 13 3.88 130 2.37 18 360 n 5.66
Mali 18 369 19 317 104 4.36 125 353
Ethiopia 120 359 121 306 109 405 120 367
Mauritania 123 347 15 3.33 19 3.56 124 3.54
Angola 124 3.46 125 2.77 110 391 n7 372
Eswatini 125 343 97 4.23 125 3.06 131 299
Madagascar 127 3.33 127 2.57 16 368 14 3.75
Mozambique 128 3.30 128 2.42 m 391 123 357
Republic of the Congo 129 3.20 122 2.92 129 2.82 12 3.86
Democratic Republic of the Congo 131 2.88 131 2.18 130 275 18 371
Central African Republic 132 2.75 132 1.85 131 2.66 15 3.75

o o

REGIONAL AVERAGES !
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APPENDIX B | COUNTRY PROFILES

The following pages present profiles of the 132 countries examined in the report, arranged alphabetically

for easy reference. Here is a complete list of countries included in the index, grouped by region.

NORTH AMERICA
Canada
United States of America

WESTERN EUROPE
Austria
Belgium
Cyprus
Denmark
Finland
France
Germany
Greece
Iceland
Ireland
Italy
Luxembourg
Netherlands
Norway
Portugal
Spain
Sweden
Switzerland
United Kingdom

EASTERN EUROPE

& CENTRAL ASIA
Albania
Armenia
Bulgaria
Croatia
Czechia
Estonia
Hungary
Kazakhstan
Kyrgyzstan
Latvia
Lithuania
Moldova
Poland
Romania
Russia
Serbia
Slovakia
Slovenia
Tajikistan
Turkiye
Ukraine

EAST ASIA & PACIFIC

Australia
Cambodia
China

Fiji

Hong Kong
Indonesia
Japan

Laos
Malaysia
Mongolia
New Zealand
Philippines
Singapore
South Korea
Thailand
Vietham

LATIN AMERICA
& CARIBBEAN

Argentina
Bolivia
Brazil
Chile
Colombia
Costa Rica
Dominican Republic
Ecuador

El Salvador
Guatemala
Guyana
Haiti
Honduras
Jamaica
Mexico
Nicaragua
Panama
Paraguay
Peru

Trinidad and Tobago

Uruguay

MIDDLE EAST
& NORTH AFRICA
Algeria
Bahrain
Egypt
Iran
Iraq
Israel
Jordan
Kuwait
Malta
Morocco
Qatar
Saudi Arabia
Tunisia
United Arab Emirates

SOUTH ASIA
Bangladesh
India
Nepal
Pakistan
Sri Lanka
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SUB-SAHARAN
AFRICA

Angola

Benin

Botswana

Burkina Faso

Cameroon

Central African Republic

Democratic Republic
of the Congo

Eswatini
Ethiopia
Gabon
Ghana

Ivory Coast
Kenya
Lesotho
Liberia
Madagascar
Malawi

Mali
Mauritania
Mauritius
Mozambique
Namibia
Niger
Nigeria
Republic of the Congo
Rwanda
Senegal
South Africa
Tanzania
The Gambia
Togo
Uganda
Zambia
Zimbabwe



SOCIAL MOBILITY AROUND THE WORLD 2026

ALBANIA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL

CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK 10
4.7TH A2 Entrepreneurship 9
o0l and Growth s e g b
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
- Institutions and 61 e
Eh« Rule of Law 2 e [ NN RN BN e
4 ,,,,,
. 3 |- D e
Education and
Civil Society 44 e 2|2
Second Quartile N B SR R
ﬂ 0

Lot ¥ @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 21

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: O to 10

ALGERIA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL
CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK o Ccommseveatseorv.
] ] 4TH A2 Entrepreneurship S
o0l and Growth 109 3.75 el
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 |-
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e, . mElR
Education and
Civil Society 108 407 | ot -8 B W -

Bottom Quartile

OVERALL 14 3.87

b % 3 overaw

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 14

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: O to 10
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SOCIAL MOBILITY AROUND THE WORLD 2026

ANGOLA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL

RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE N sconsssv CATEGORY 77777777
] 24TH A2 Entrepreneurship S
o0l and Growth 125 2.77 S
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
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346 N Emam
[} . 3 - - e
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Bottom Quartile LEEEN BN AR R
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RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10

REGIONAL RANK

ARGENTINA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVREARNAl(LL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
- 0
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000 and Growth & S g |
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. 3l b .

Education and
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SOCIAL MOBILITY AROUND THE WORLD 2026

ARMENIA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

o

OVERALL

CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK o, | Ccommseveatecorv
5] ST A2 Entrepreneurship 9
odl and Growth &) S g b
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
N\ Institutions and 6 m
Ela Rule of Law =l e s - -85 -0 . B
4 ,,,,,
. 3 - . .
Education and
Civil Society g2 Ees AN N B e
Second Quartile “ m N BN B
0

late ¥ @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 21

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10

AUSTRALIA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL
RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
g
gTH A2 Entrepreneurship 9 b
000 and Growth 6 7.94 gl Em
7 ,,,,,
. . 6 |---- 1 ---82--F -
OVERALL N\ Institutions and
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i 11
[] . 3 s
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Civil Society s e 2 - s
1
0

Top Quartile
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% 683 overaw
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SOCIAL MOBILITY AROUND THE WORLD 2026

AUSTRIA

WESTERN EUROPE

o

OVERALL
RANK

25TH

OVERALL
SCORE

131

Top Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 19

BAHRAIN

OVERALL

RANK

7UTH

Third Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 14

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
A2 Entrepreneurship
onl and Growth 22 S

Institutions and

E—a Rule of Law 23 7.76
Education and

Civil Society 26 7.30

OVERALL 25 7.31

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
A2 Entrepreneurship
000 and Growth 22 7.24

Institutions and

Rule of Law = Sl

Education and
Civil Society

The Archbridge Institute | 46

SCORES BY CATEGORY

late ¥ @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

MIDDLE EAST & NORTH AFRICA

SCORES BY CATEGORY
T

o R, N W B~ O 3

e % 3 overaw

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
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BANGLADESH

SOUTH ASIA
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES
OVERALL
CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK o comeseveatEeoRv
]]5TH 2 Entrepreneurship S
o0l and Growth 99 4.14 gl
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law 127 =0 B o
381 I B
[} . 3 F---- B -- -
Education and
Civil Society ek el A N e
Bottom Quartile N B N
OVERALL 15 n 0
REGIONAL RANK % @ OVERALL
n OUT OF 5
RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
BELGIUM WESTERN EUROPE
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES
OYQEARNA'(LL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
_|_H 0"
]9 A2 Entrepreneurship 9
000 and Growth = Z:22 .
7 ,,,,,
. . 5 ,,,,,
OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE SR Rule of Law U en s | s .
160 i B N
] . 3 - - e
Education and
Civil Society A = A e
Top Quartile AN B RN R
OVERALL 19 7.60 0

REGIONAL RANK

n OUT OF 19

b % 53 overaw

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10

The Archbridge Institute | 47
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OVERALL
RANK

72ND

Third Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 34

BOLIVIA

OVERALL

RANK

gBTH

Third Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 21

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
A2 Entrepreneurship

000 4nd Growth m 3.69

. Institutions and

& Rule of Law 48 6.29
Education and 58 6.10

Civil Society

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
A2 Entrepreneurship

odl and Growth = CHE
" Institutions and

SR Rule of Law o= Cretd
Education and 79 5.38

Civil Society

The Archbridge Institute | 48

10

o = N ow

10

o =, N oW B~

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

SCORES BY CATEGORY

e % @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10

LATIN AMERICA & CARIBBEAN

SCORES BY CATEGORY

% 3 overau

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
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BOTSWANA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

o

OVERALL

RANK

58TH

Second Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 34

BRAZIL

o

OVERALL

RANK

BBTH

Second Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 21

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
A2 Entrepreneurship

o0l and Growth Cad LA
. Institutions and

Eh« Rule of Law pl 27/
Education and 57 6.23

Civil Society

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
A2 Entrepreneurship
o0l and Growth g2 GHIY
" Institutions and
SR Rule of Law 20 e/
Education and 48 6.45

Civil Society

The Archbridge Institute | 49

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

SCORES BY CATEGORY

e >3 @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

LATIN AMERICA & CARIBBEAN

SCORES BY CATEGORY

b % 53 overal

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: O to 10
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BULGARIA

OVERALL

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

EASTERN EUROPE & CENTRAL ASIA

RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 oo
4 gTH A2 Entrepreneurship N
|:||]|] and Growth 45 6.28 -
A R e
" Institutions and IR R
Eb« Rule of Law = cul s b
4 ,,,,,
. 3 |- B

Education and
Civil Society 22 e 2t .
o EE L
0
REGIONAL RANK & % @ OVERALL
OUT OF 21
RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
B U R Kl NA FAS U SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES
OVERALL

CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RAN'l"(H 0,
][]g A2 Entrepreneurship O [
o0l and Growth ne 3.32 P
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE EB« Rule of Law 89 g2 5 by
39/ e B
! Education and CHIE B R R
Civil Society 2 3.67 A BE N EN e
Bottom Quartile L B AR R
OVERALL 109 3.97 0

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 34

The Archbridge Institute | 50

e % @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: O to 10
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CAMBODIA

EAST ASIA & PACIFIC

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL

RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE . SﬁCioRiEsiBY CATEiG?RiY 77777777
]2] ST A2 Entrepreneurship S
o0l and Growth 103 4.08 el
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 5 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
OVERALL 0\ Institutions and
SCORE & Rule of Law 28 EHLI s
d.a0 :
] . 3
Education and
Civil Society i e 2
Bottom Quartile !
OVERALL 121 m 0
|
REGIONAL RANK u % @ OVERALL
m OUT OF 16
RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
GA M E R U U N SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES
OVERALL
RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE 0. SCORESBY CATEGORY 77777777
” 2TH A2 Entrepreneurship N
000 .nd Growth 108 3.83 gl
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
- 6 b
OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE SR Rule of Law 2 £t s
3'89 Educationand . _ S B &= | .
Civil Society 98 o I RN

Bottom Quartile

OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 34

The Archbridge Institute | 51

b % B3 overaw

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
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CANADA

NORTH AMERICA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL

RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE N SﬁCioRiESBY CATEG?RiY 77777777
]STH A2 Entrepreneurship C
o0l and Growth Z eae 8
7
. . 5
OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE EB« Rule of Law e s 5
18] ,
' . 3
Education and
Civil Society LL 22 2
Top Quartile !
OVERALL 13 7.87 0
|
REGIONAL RANK u % @ OVERALL
n OUT OF 2
RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
GENTRAL AFR'UAN REPUBLIG SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES
OVERALL
RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE 0. Sﬁ(r:(’)rRiErstrYr 7C7§'7|'7ErGrC7)7R7Y 77777777
] 3 2 ND A2 Entrepreneurship S
ﬂul] and Growth 132 1.85 -
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
OVERALL D\ Institutions and
SCORE Eb« Rule of Law 131 258 B b
2.1 i
[] . 3 b
Education and
Civil Society ns 3.75 2 e EE
Bottom Quartile ! I CE e
OVERALL 132 2.75 0

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 34

The Archbridge Institute | 52

b % 3 overaw

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
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CHILE

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

LATIN AMERICA & CARIBBEAN

OVREARNA'(LL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 [oomomm e
39TH A2 Entrepreneurship C
o0l and Growth . 6.10 T
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
Z Institutions and 6
EB« Rule of Law =Y 7.95 500 o .
4 ,,,,,
. 3 - B8 -
Education and
Civil Society g0 He/ AN B
Second Quartile N B N R
REGIONAL RANK u % @ OVERALL
OUT OF 21
RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
BH | NA EAST ASIA & PACIFIC
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES
OVERALL
CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK o CcomesBvesReeRY
] []] ST A7 Entrepreneurship 9
o0l and Growth = 6.04 g b
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 8
OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE SR Rule of Law L2 3:83 5
43] ,
(] . 3
Education and
Civil Society L/ s 2
Bottom Quartile '
OVERALL 101 4.37 0

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 16

The Archbridge Institute | 53

b % 53 overaw

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: O to 10
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COLOMBIA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL

RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE
62" e AR
BT s e

Second Quartile
i

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 21

GOSTA RICA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

o

OVERALL
ST CATEGORY RANK SCORE
3 ATH A2 Entrepreneurship
ol and Growth . CHe/
" Institutions and
SR Rule of Law 22 L2
Education and
Civil Society 40 6.84

Second Quartile
]

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 21

The Archbridge Institute | 54

10

= N I S I -]

LATIN AMERICA & CARIBBEAN

SCORES BY CATEGORY

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

LATIN AMERICA & CARIBBEAN

SCORES BY CATEGORY

b % 3 overaw

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
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CROATIA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

EASTERN EUROPE & CENTRAL ASIA

OVREARNAl(LL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 [romo oo
4[]TH A2 Entrepreneurship 9
o0l and Growth = 5.82 g b
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. Institutions and I A
Eta Rule of Law o 6.66 5 b0 o .
4 ,,,,,
. 3l 88 . .

Education and
Civil Society b = 20 .
Second Quartile NN B R
REGIONAL RANK u % @ OVERALL
OUT OF 21
RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: O fo 10
BYPHUS WESTERN EUROPE
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES
OVERALL

CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK o, Ccomeseveatseorv
32 ND A2 Entrepreneurship 9
o0l and Growth e 6.44 g b
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
OVERALL T Institutions and o 717 R B
SCORE SR Rule of Law . s et |
635 1N BN B
] . 3 - - -

Education and
Civil Society 27 2 A EECI N e
Top Quartile A B
0

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 19

OVERALL

The Archbridge Institute | 55

b % 53 overaw

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: O to 10
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GZECHIA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

AL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK 0.
]8TH A2 Entrepreneurship C

o0l and Growth = 6.78 T

OVERALL ™ Institutionsand o ___ S mgooeo
SCORE EB« Rule of Law 1 797 S M =
7'83 Educationand . S M = =

Civil Society g 814 | LB N -

Top Quartile

OVERALL 18 7.63

e % @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

n OUT OF 21

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

DEMOGRATIC REPUBLIC OF THE CONGO

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

o

AR CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK o comeseveaEeoRv
] 3] ST A2 Entrepreneurship e
o0l and Growth 131 2.18 S
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law et e 5 frrrmmm e
2.88 o R
. Education and S pm
Civil Society L e/ W B R
Bottom Quartile L B AR
OVERALL 131 2.88 0

% @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 34

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

The Archbridge Institute | 56
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DENMARK

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL

RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE o SCORESBY CATEGORY 77777777
2N[] A2 Entrepreneurship 9w
onl and Growth E 7.73 8 SN
7 ,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,
OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE Eb« Rule of Law ! 9.07 50 ae
8.46 i B N
[ . 30 .
Education and

Civil Society g ) AR B e
1 s .

0

Top Quartile
% @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

n OUT OF 19

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

DOMINICAN REPUBLIC

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL
RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE 0. SCORESBY CATEGORY 77777777
59TH A2 Entrepreneurship N
onl and Growth == 2 Y
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
- Institutions and B[
Eb« Rule of Law 69 5.72 5 |- BR8N e
4 ,,,,,
. 3l .
Education and

Civil Society o8 e B B R
Second Quartile n m N B BN R

0

% @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 21

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10

The Archbridge Institute | 57
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ECUADOR

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

LATIN AMERICA & CARIBBEAN

o‘;i':ﬁ:‘" CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 [oomm e
79TH A2 Entrepreneurship N
o0l and Growth 72 5.14 g |l
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. Institutions and S
Eh« Rule of Law /) 22 S o IR
4 ,,,,,
. 3 o am

Education and
Civil Society 81 5-29 AR S
Third Quartile A BN
E 0
|
REGIONAL RANK b % overan
OUTOF 21
RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
EGYPT MIDDLE EAST & NORTH AFRICA
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

O‘I’!E\‘:::(LL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
o
llgTH A2 Entrepreneurship S
000 .nd Growth n2 3.66 el
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

OVERALL N\ Institutions and

SCORE Eh« Rule of Law et gas 5 fo
4 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

3.69

Bottom Quartile

. 3

Education and

Civil Society L) ik 2
1
0

OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 14

The Archbridge Institute | 58

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
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EL SALVADOR

LATIN AMERICA & CARIBBEAN

OVERALL
RANK

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

[0o™ .

OVERALL =
SCORE Eh«

431

Bottom Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 21

ESTONIA

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
D s
Ruleof Lo 7 3es

givllllc ;E)izilét?rnd 103 4.31
OVERALL 100 4.37

SCORES BY CATEGORY

e % @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: O to 10

EASTERN EUROPE & CENTRAL ASIA

OVERALL
RANK

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

7TH -

OVERALL E_h
SCORE Q

8.3

Top Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

n OUT OF 21

CATEGORY RANK SCORE

nd Growts e
Releof Lo B
Education and 4 8.47

Civil Society

OVERALE 7 m

The Archbridge Institute | 59

o

(= S SRR SN <IN |

SCORES BY CATEGORY

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
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ESWATINI

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CALL G CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK o CcomesveATEeeRY
]ZETH A2 Entrepreneurship R
o0l and Growth 97 4.23 gl
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 F-------- -
OVERALL 20\ Institutions and
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law 1P — B b
343 :
[ ] . 3
Education and
Civil Society 131 2.99 2
Bottom Quartile !
0

OVERALL 125 m
L % @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 34

ETHIOPIA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

o

OVERALL
RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE 0. SCORESBY CATEGORY 77777777
] 2 [] TH A2 Entrepreneurship L
o0l and Growth 121 3.06 el
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
OVERALL N\ Institutions and

SCORE Eh« Rule of Law 109 4.05 -
3.99 | s Emm
. Education and StpmH WO
Civil Society 1 3.67 A BE BN e
Bottom Quartile N B

0

OVERALL 120 m
% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 34

The Archbridge Institute | 60
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2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

EAST ASIA & PACIFIC

OVREARNAl(LL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 [oomomm e
87 TH A2 Entrepreneurship e
onl and Growth 2l 83 T
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
T\ Institutions and 6
EB« Rule of Law = 6.00 L N e
4 ,,,,,
. 3-8 .
Education and
Civil Society e s AN B
Third Quartile el e
m 0
|
REGIONAL RANK u % @ OVERALL
OUT OF 16
RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: O fo 10
F I N LAN D WESTERN EUROPE
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES
OVERALL
CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY

RANK 0
]7TH A2 Entrepreneurship S
onl and Growth el Zeds gl EE
7 ,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,

OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law 12 8.39 5 - ..
161 N ERE B
[} . 3 ------- - -

Education and
Civil Society R EE NN BB
Top Quartile N B B
OVERALL 17 7.67 0

REGIONAL RANK

m OUTOF 19

The Archbridge Institute | 61

L % @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
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FRANGE

WESTERN EUROPE

OVERALL
RANK

ngH

OVERALL
SCORE

120

Top Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 19

OVERALL
RANK

g AT

Third Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 34

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
»2  Entrepreneurship
000 and Growth 27 7.02

Institutions and

E_ta Rule of Law 2 a2
Education and

Civil Society 22 24

OVERALL 29 7.20

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
~2  Entrepreneurship
000 and Growth no 3.75

Institutions and

Rule of Law el Chek)

Education and
Civil Society

The Archbridge Institute | 62

o = N W B~ o 3

10

o = N ow

SCORES BY CATEGORY

e % @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: O to 10

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

SCORES BY CATEGORY

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
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GERMANY

WESTERN EUROPE

OVERALL
RANK

8TH

OVERALL
SCORE

8.3

Top Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

ﬂ OUT OF 19

OVERALL
RANK

77TH

Third Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 34

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
~2  Entrepreneurship
o0l and Growth g2 VL
- Institutions and
Eh« Rule of Law 4 s
Education and 9 a1

Civil Society

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
~2  Entrepreneurship
onl and Growth o1 4.46
. Institutions and
Eb« Rule of Law 8 5.73
Education and 73 5.56

Civil Society

The Archbridge Institute | 63

(= L R N B e

10

o = NN ow

SCORES BY CATEGORY

e % @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: O to 10

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

SCORES BY CATEGORY

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
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GREEGE

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

AL S CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK o CcomeseveatssoRv.
3 3 RD A2 Entrepreneurship I

o0l and Growth e 6.48 g b
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 I-------82%---F - -----

OVERALL D\ Institutions and
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law O Y 51-------5E--- -
b.69 N e N .

' . 3 -5t .
Education and
Civil Society 22 7 AN B o
Top Quartile A B AR
0

OVERALL 33 6.89

e % @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 19

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: O to 10

GUATEMALA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL
CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK 0
82ND A2 Entrepreneurship e
onl and Growth e el g b
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
- Institutions and I
Eh« Rule of Law 80 5.27 5 b0 o
4 ,,,,,
. 3 |- B8
Education and

Civil Society 22 A NN WEE N B R
— n n .

0

% @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 21

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

The Archbridge Institute | 64
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GUYANA

OVERALL

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

LATIN AMERICA & CARIBBEAN

RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 [oomm e
5 5TH A2 Entrepreneurship N
I:I[l[l and Growth 61 5.63 -
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. Institutions and I - R
Eh« Rule of Law 75 2l 50— 1 -
4 ,,,,,
. 3 |- B .
Education and
Civil Society = et AN B e e
Second Quartile Vil o o
|
REGIONAL RANK u % @ OVERALL
OUT OF 21
RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
HAITI LATIN AMERICA & CARIBBEAN
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES
OVERALL
CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANI:I(D 0,
]22 A2 Entrepreneurship R
o0l and Growth nz 3.30 el
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law 120 R B b
349 | mE R
' Education and S #E o R
Civil Society LLE) St R .-
Bottom Quartile ' 8 0B
0

OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 21

The Archbridge Institute | 65

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
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HONDURAS

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL

LATIN AMERICA & CARIBBEAN

RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 [oomm e
84TH A2 Entrepreneurship 9
o000  .nd Growth 79 4.97 gl
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. Institutions and S
Eh« Rule of Law 83 515 L e
4 ,,,,,
. 3L ..
Education and
Civil Society e 4.82 A
Third Quartile N BN B
REGIONAL RANK % @ OVERALL
OUT OF 21
RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
HUNG KUNG EAST ASIA & PACIFIC
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES
OVERALL
CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK . T ETEAEERRT
2BTH A2 Entrepreneurship 8
onl and Growth 1 8.76 8
7
. . 6
OVERALL L Institutions and
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law o T 5
13l ,
| . 3
Education and
Civil Society 22 22t 2
Top Quartile !
OVERALL 26 7.31 0

REGIONAL RANK

ﬂ OUTOF 16

The Archbridge Institute | 66

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
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HUNGARY

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

EASTERN EUROPE & CENTRAL ASIA

OVREARNA|(LL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 [oomm e
48TH A2 Entrepreneurship I
o0l and Growth = 6.61 T
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. Institutions and 6
Eb« Rule of Law e 5.88 5 b B
4 ,,,,,
. 3 |- B
Education and
Civil Society -7/ G/ AR BN N B
Second Quartile “ m N B SR R
0
REGIONAL RANK u % @ OVERALL
OUT OF 21
RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
I G E LAN D WESTERN EUROPE
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES
OVERALL
CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK o, | CcomeseveatEeorv
] ATH A2 Entrepreneurship S
onl and Growth 1 e Y N 1
7 ,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,
OVERALL D\ Institutions and
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law 10 8.45 51 0 ..
116 i BN
L] . 3 ------- - -
Education and
Civil Society 22 ES N BB
Top Quartile A B
OVERALL 14 7.76 0

REGIONAL RANK

ﬂ OUT OF 19

The Archbridge Institute | 67

L % @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
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INDIA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

B CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK o OTESEYEATESORY
][]5TH A2 Entrepreneurship S
ﬂl][l and Growth 89 4.59 8 |-
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 5 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
OVERALL 0\ Institutions and
SCORE Ca Rule of Law 2 Catl

4.26

Boftom Quarfile

Education and
Civil Society ns 3.81

OVERALL 105 m
e % @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: O to 10

REGIONAL RANK

n OUT OF 5

INDONESIA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL

RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE 0. SCORESBY CATEGORY 77777777
87TH A2 Entrepreneurship e
onl and Growth e e g b
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
- Institutions and 6
Eh« Rule of Law 96 4.64 -
4 ,,,,,
. 3 |- B0 e
Education and
Civil Society ) e NN WEE N B R
Third Quartile N N R
4.89 0

% @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

OUTOF 16

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

The Archbridge Institute | 68



SOCIAL MOBILITY AROUND THE WORLD 2026

IRAN MIDDLE EAST & NORTH AFRICA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

AL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK o CcomeseveAtEeeRY
HBTH A2 Entrepreneurship R

o0l and Growth 104 4.03 el
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 F-------- -

OVERALL 20\ Institutions and
SCORE Eb« Rule of Law iz — 5 of
3.80 :

[ . 3
Education and

Civil Society 109 3.92 2

Bottom Quartile !

0

OVERALL 116 m
L % @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 14

MIDDLE EAST & NORTH AFRICA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK o T ETEAEERRT
] U 2 ND A Entrepreneurship S
D[II] and Growth 88 4.64 8 b
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law = e

431

Bottom Quartile

Education and
Civil Society 89 4.91

OVERALL 102 n
% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

REGIONAL RANK

n OUT OF 14

The Archbridge Institute | 69
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JRELAND

WESTERN EUROPE

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

O\;il:::(LL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 (oo
]ZTH A2 Entrepreneurship e
onl and Growth 9 7.76 T
7 ,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,

OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE Eb« Rule of Law L 8.05 50 .
188 i B N
[] . 3 .
Education and
Civil Society 15 £ AR B e
Top Quartle N B R
OVERALL 12 7.88 0
|
REGIONAL RANK 2 @ OVERALL
OUT OF 19
RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
ISRAE[ MIDDLE EAST & NORTH AFRICA
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

o‘;ii:ﬁ(l'l' CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
0
3]ST ~2  Entrepreneurship 9 f
onl and Growth s Hak g b
OVERALL = Institutionsand ~ __  __  °| M = N
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law e/ 699 1 BN W
8'98 Educationand . __. S0 M B
Civil Society 22 . e e

Top Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

n OUT OF 14

OVERALL

The Archbridge Institute | 70

L % @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
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ITALY

WESTERN EUROPE

OVERALL
RANK

3[]TH

OVERALL
SCORE

102

Top Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 19

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CATEGORY RANK SCORE

G s e
B it w7
v Socey 2 7s2
OVERALL 30 7.02

IVORY COAST

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL

RANK

ggTH

Third Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 34

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
~2  Entrepreneurship

000 and Growth 102 4.09
. Institutions and

Eb« Rule of Law B2 5.02
Education and 107 a1

Civil Society

The Archbridge Institute | 71

10

o = NN ow

SCORES BY CATEGORY

L % @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

SCORES BY CATEGORY

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
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JAMAICA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVREARNAKLL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 [oomm e
3 BTH A2 Entrepreneurship N
onl and Growth = 6.05 g b
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. Institutions and 6w R
Eh« Rule of Law <l = s - 8BS
4 ,,,,,
. 3-8

Education and

Civil Society e Zos AN AN B e
Second Quartile NN B BN R

L % @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 21

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

JAPAN

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK 0w,
]UTH A2 Entrepreneurship S

onl and Growth 42 747 R R -
7 ,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,

OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law 9 8.49 5 |- 0 .
194 1 1

[} . 3 ------- - -
Education and
Civil Society ‘2 7.85 A BN BN
Top Quartile I o
0

OVERALL 10 YA:Z)

% @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

n OUTOF 16

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

The Archbridge Institute | 72
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JORDAN

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVREARNA|(LL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 (oo
5 7 T A”  Entrepreneurship R
onl and Growth = 6.20 Y
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. Institutions and - B am
Eb« Rule of Law 51 6.15 5 - f
4 ,,,,,
. 3 - B8

Education and
Civil Society e 22 2 .
Second Quartile N B SRR R
m D

% @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 14

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

KAZAKHSTAN

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVREARNA'(LL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
0
73H[] A2 Entrepreneurship N
onl and Growth e g Y
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
- Institutions and 6
Eb« Rule of Law 92 4.77 5l .
4 ,,,,,
. 3 |- B0

Education and
Civil Society L S 2.
Third Quartile N B N
m 0

% @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 21

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10

The Archbridge Institute | 73
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SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

O\;il:ﬁ(LL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 (oo
7BTH A2 Entrepreneurship R
o0l and Growth 106 3.94 el
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. Institutions and S T S b
Eb« Rule of Law 74 5.58 5 p------m-i-- - N
4 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. 3l 2% 0 e

Education and
Civil Society B gl AR B B s
Third Quartile bl oo
E 0

L % @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 34

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

KUWAIT

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL
RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE 0. SCORESBY CATEGORY 77777777
53RD A2 Entrepreneurship e
onl and Growth e 582 g b
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
- Institutions and 6
Eh« Rule of Law 64 5.82 5 -0 . aa
4 ,,,,,
. 3l .
Education and

Civil Society e L NN RN BN R
Second Quartile ﬂ m N B B R

0

% @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 14

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

The Archbridge Institute | 74
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KYRGYZSTAN

OVERALL

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

EASTERN EUROPE & CENTRAL ASIA

RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 [ooom e
BUTH A2 Entrepreneurship 9
000  and Growth 81 4.90 g
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
S Institutions and 2
Eh« Rule of Law 98 4.61 5t - Bm
4 ,,,,,
. 3-8 -
Education and
Civil Society o2 HY N R
Third Quartile N BN B
EER
REGIONAL RANK u % @ OVERALL
OUT OF 21
RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: O to 10
LAUS EAST ASIA & PACIFIC
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES
OVERALL
CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RAN-l-KH 10 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
]28 A2 Entrepreneurship Sy
qu] and Growth 95 4.34 8 b
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law b4 SRS S f
340 "‘
. Education and 3
Civil Society 132 2.82 2
Bottom Quartile !
0

OVERALL 126 m

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 16

The Archbridge Institute | 75

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
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LATVIA

EASTERN EUROPE & CENTRAL ASIA

OVERALL
RANK

27TH

OVERALL
SCORE

130

Top Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

n OUT OF 21

LESOTHO

OVERALL

RANK

gzN[]

Third Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 34

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
10
~2  Entrepreneurship 9
o0l and Growth 8 k) 8
7
" Institutions and 6
Eb« Rule of Law s S 5
4
. 3
Education and
Civil Society =l Zod 2
1
OVERALL 27 7.30 0
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES
CATEGORY RANK SCORE
10
A Entrepreneurship g
onl and Growth b L 8
7
. Institutions and 6
Eb« Rule of Law 48 2es 5
4
. 3
Education and
Civil Society 69 5.75 2
1
0

The Archbridge Institute

76

SCORES BY CATEGORY

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

SCORES BY CATEGORY

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
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LIBERIA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

A5 CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK o CcomesevesEeeRY
]USHD A2 Entrepreneurship R
o0l and Growth 123 2.90 sl
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 5 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

OVERALL 0\ Institutions and
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law el LSS 50
4.28 N N
[} . 3 - e
Education and

Civil Society A e AR B B s
Bottom Quartile N B N

OVERALL 103 m 0
e % @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: O fo 10

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 34

LITHUANIA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

o

AR CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK 0
28TH A2 Entrepreneurship e
onl and Growth = e g b
7 ,,,,,,,,,,, N D
. . 6 ,,,,,

OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law 16 8.10 5 |- 0 .
130 N ENE B
[} . 3 f--—-- - - -
Education and
Civil Society =0 e N EEE NN R
Top Quartile NN B
0

OVERALL p1:] 7.30

% @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

ﬂ OUT OF 21

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

The Archbridge Institute | 77
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LUXEMBOURG

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK o CcomeseveatReoRv
BTH ~2  Entrepreneurship 9
onl and Growth L et gl B
7 ,,,,,
. . 6I----1---82---0--------
OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE Eb« Rule of Law i e N N e
6.4 N N
' . 3 .
Education and
Civil Society 2 Sge AN B e
1 s .
0

— TR B
OVERALL 6
L % @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

n OUT OF 19

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

MADAGASCAR

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

o

OVERALL
RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE 0. SCORESBY CATEGORY 77777777
]27TH A2 Entrepreneurship L
o0l and Growth 127 2.57 el
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

OVERALL N\ Institutions and

SCORE Eh« Rule of Law e 3.68 -
3.33 0 B R om
: Education and 3 HE
Civil Society i 3.75 A BE BN e
Bottom Quartile N B

OVERALL 127 m 0
% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 34

The Archbridge Institute | 78
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MALAWI

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

OVERALL
RANK

[0g™

OVERALL
SCORE

3.99

Bottom Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 34

MALAYSIA

OVERALL

RANK

3

Second Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 16

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
A2 Entrepreneurship
000 and Growth 129 2.38
. Institutions and
Eb« Rule of Law 77 5.31
Education and 104 4.29

Civil Society

OVERALL 108 m

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
~2  Entrepreneurship
000 and Growth 32 6.78
. Institutions and
Eh« Rule of Law 22 614
Education and 41 6.80

Civil Society

The Archbridge Institute | 79

10

[ N . - )

SCORES BY CATEGORY

J

L % @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

EAST ASIA & PACIFIC

SCORES BY CATEGORY

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
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MALI

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVREARNAKLL CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 (oo
HBTH A2 Entrepreneurship R
o0l and Growth 19 3.17 S I
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
OVERALL 20\ Institutions and
SCORE @ Rule of Law 104 4.36 s
3.69 b E om
(] . 3t -
Education and
Civil Society L 3.53 A BN BN
Bottom Quartile N B B
OVERALL 18 m 0
1
REGIONAL RANK u % @ OVERALL
m OUT OF 34
RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
MIDDLE EAST & NORTH AFRICA
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES
OVERALL
CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK 0.
2]ST ~2  Entrepreneurship 9
onl and Growth e Ze Y
7 ,,,,,
N I B
OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law 39 6.89 5 - ..
148 i EEE
] . 3 ------- - -
Education and
Civil Society 2 ek N BN
Top Quartile A B RN R R
OVERALL 21 7.48 0

REGIONAL RANK

n OUT OF 14

The Archbridge Institute | 80

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10



SOCIAL MOBILITY AROUND THE WORLD 2026

MAURITANIA

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

OVERALL
RANK

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

[23% &

OVERALL =
SCORE EB«

3A]

Boftom Quarfile

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 34

MAURITIUS

OVERALL

RANK

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
A LI
RuloofLaw ne s

givlllf Sﬁ?fl&“d 124 3.54
OVERALL 123 3.47

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

45TH -

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
Entrepreneurship
and Growth 57 6.59

Institutions and

Rule of Law 2= a2

Education and

Civil Society 20 A

Second Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 34

The Archbridge Institute | 81

10

[ N . - )

SCORES BY CATEGORY

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

SCORES BY CATEGORY

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
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MEXICO

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

o

OVERALL

RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 (oo
8]ST A2 Entrepreneurship 9 |
o0l and Growth e e g b
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. Institutions and I
Eh« Rule of Law 90 4.83 sl
4 ,,,,,
. R BRI NN D

Education and
Civil Society e& e I NS NN SN
— n ﬂ .
0

e % @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 21

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: O to 10

MOLDOVA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL
RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE N SCORESBY CATEGORY 77777777
5UTH A2 Entrepreneurship N
o0l and Growth 85 4.71 -
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
" Institutions and O R
Eb« Rule of Law gl e 5 f---mo--oo-- NN RN e
4 ,,,,,
. 3-8 N .
Education and

Civil Society 36 6.99 S B B
Second Quartile n n LN i B

0

% @ OVERALL

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 21

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10

The Archbridge Institute | 82
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MONGOLIA

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

SR CATEGORY RANK SCORE
RANK
8 4TH ~2  Entrepreneurship
o0l and Growth = S
" Institutions and
Eb« Rule of Law 2 e
Education and 65 5.92

Civil Society

Second Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 16

MOROCCO

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL
R CATEGORY RANK SCORE
93HD ~2  Entrepreneurship
000 and Growth 7 5.20
. Institutions and
Eb« Rule of Law A2 5.42
Education and 110 3.89

Civil Society

Third Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 14

The Archbridge Institute | 83

EAST ASIA & PACIFIC

SCORES BY CATEGORY

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

MIDDLE EAST & NORTH AFRICA

SCORES BY CATEGORY

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
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MOZAMBIQUE

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

OVERALL
RANK

28"

OVERALL
SCORE

3.30

Bottom Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 34

NAMIBIA

OVERALL

RANK

88TH

Third Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 34

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
A2 Entrepreneurship
onl and Growth 128 2.42
. Institutions and
Eh« Rule of Law LLL el
Education and 123 3.57

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

Civil Society

OVERALL 128 m

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
~2  Entrepreneurship
000 and Growth 107 3.92
. Institutions and
Eh« Rule of Law 82 5.82
Education and 88 4.93

Civil Society

The Archbridge Institute | 84

SCORES BY CATEGORY

L % 533 OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

SCORES BY CATEGORY

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
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NEPAL

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL

SOUTH ASIA

RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 [oomomm e
8 g TH A2 Entrepreneurship e
o0l and Growth 83 4.89 -
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
T\ Institutions and R
EB« Rule of Law e e T e - SR
4 ,,,,,
. 3-8 .
Education and
Civil Society 22 g AN B
Third Quartile N B
REGIONAL RANK u % @ OVERALL
OUT OF 5
RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: O fo 10
N ETH E R LAN D S WESTERN EUROPE
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES
OVERALL
CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RANK o comeseveaEeoRy
]5TH A2 Entrepreneurship S
onl and Growth e Zail Y
7 ,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,
OVERALL D\ Institutions and
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law e 8.26 51 0 ..
112 i E RN B
] . 3 ------- - -
Education and
Civil Society A o N R .
Top Quartile N B RN
OVERALL 15 7.72 0

REGIONAL RANK

n OUTOF 19

The Archbridge Institute | 85

L % @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
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NEW ZEALAND

EAST ASIA & PACIFIC

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

OVERALL

RANK CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
10 (oo
5TH ~2  Entrepreneurship 9
ool and Growth & 8.10 gl g g
7 ,,,,,
. . E ,,,,,
OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE EB« Rule of Law 2 8.65 JITEE SRS e
6.9 I B
' . 3l .
Education and
Civil Society & Zss AN B e
Top Quartile NN BT
EEOEEEE
REGIONAL RANK & % @ OVERALL
n OUT OF 16
RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
NlUARAGUA LATIN AMERICA & CARIBBEAN
2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES
OVERALL
CATEGORY RANK SCORE SCORES BY CATEGORY
RAN_Il_(H 0,
]3[] A2 Entrepreneurship L
o0l and Growth 100 4.m sl
7 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
. . 6 ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
OVERALL N\ Institutions and
SCORE Eh« Rule of Law e e B frrrmmem e
31 ,
. Education and 3
Civil Society EL) e 2
Bottom Quartile !
0

OVERALL 130 ﬂ

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 21

The Archbridge Institute | 86

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | sCORE: 0 to 10
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NIGER

SUB-SAHARAN AFRICA

OVERALL
RANK

[06™

OVERALL
SCORE

4.2

Boftom Quarfile

REGIONAL RANK

m OUT OF 34

NIGERIA

OVERALL

RANK

98TH

Third Quartile

REGIONAL RANK

OUT OF 34

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
A7 Entrepreneurship
o0l and Growth L 2o
. Institutions and
Eb« Rule of Law o/ 20
Education and 106 4.22

Civil Society

OVERALL 106 m

2026 SOCIAL MOBILITY RANKINGS + SCORES

CATEGORY RANK SCORE
~2  Entrepreneurship

onl and Growth 101 4.09
. Institutions and

Eh« Rule of Law Lok 4.1

Education and 85 5.07

Civil Society

The Archbridge Institute | 87

10

10

o = NN ow

SCORES BY CATEGORY

% @ OVERALL

RANK: Out of 132 | SCORE: 0 to 10
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APPENDIX C | METHODOLOGY AND DATA SOURCES

o0l R

— PILLAR1 —— ——— PILLAR2 ——

ENTREPRENEURSHIP

AND GROWTH

INSTITUTIONS AND
THE RULE OF LAW

——— PILLAR 3 ——

EDUCATION AND
CIVIL SOCIETY

The Social Mobility Around the World index (SMI) measures the environment for upward social mobility in 132
countries. The index is organized into three pillars, each of which is composed of two sub-pillars. Each sub-pillar is in
turn built from a set of components, and several components are themselves averages of more granular sub-components.

Scaling of raw variables

We scale all of the raw variables into 0—10 indices, with
higher scores indicating higher levels of social mobil-
ity. We largely group each variable into two categories:
“good” variables, where larger numbers in the raw data
correspond to higher mobility; and “bad” variables, where
larger numbers in the raw data correspond to lower
mobility.

The minimum and maximum values are taken across
the countries in the sample, so that the best-performing
country on each variable receives a 10 and the worst-per-
forming country receives a 0. This is true even for source
variables that already arrive on a 0—10 scale (such as the
Fraser Institute’s Economic Freedom of the World com-
ponents): we re-scale them so that the top score within
our sample is a 10 and the bottom score is a 0, which

keeps every variable on comparable footing. Each vari-
able in the sections below is labeled as either a “good” or
“bad” variable.

If a “good” variable (larger number corresponds to higher

7

mobility), then the index for country “x” is determined by:

[(Score_— Score . )/(Score_, -Score_. )]*10

If a “bad” variable (larger number corresponds to lower

“

mobility), then the index for country “x” is determined by:

[(Score,_, — Score )/(Score_, -Score_ )]*10
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Aggregation and weighting

We equally weight at every level of the index. Where a
component is built from multiple sub-components, the
sub-components are first scaled 0—10 and then aver-
aged to create the component score. Components are
then equally weighted to create each sub-pillar score;
the two sub-pillars are equally weighted to create each
pillar score; and the three pillars are equally weighted
to create the overall index score. We equally weight for
consistency across the entire index and to avoid imposing
our own judgments about the relative importance of any
one dimension of mobility. Overall scores and each pillar
score are reported on the same 0—10 scale, and countries
are ranked from highest to lowest.

Missing data and country coverage

The index covers every country for which data are avail-
able for all three pillars. In a small number of cases, a
country is missing data for an individual sub-component
(for example, the mean tariff rate, the infrastructure

score, broadband subscriptions, legislative corruption for
countries without a functioning legislature, or the three
charitable-giving measures for countries not surveyed
by the World Giving Index). In those cases, the parent
component or sub-pillar score is calculated as the simple
average of the sub-components that are available for that
country, rather than imputing a value or dropping the
country. No country is missing an entire sub-pillar.

Unless otherwise noted, all scores refer to the 2024
index year, using the most recent data available from
each source. Measures drawn from the Fraser Institute’s
Economic Freedom of the World come from the 2026
annual report, which reports data for 2024. Measures
drawn from the Varieties of Democracy (V-Dem) project
come from the most recent release of the V-Dem dataset
v16 (2026) for the year 2024. World Bank indicators use
2024 values or, where 2024 is not yet reported, the most
recent available year. The specific edition of every other
source is noted in the sections that follow.
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Here, we consider the environment for entrepreneurship and economic growth.
Entrepreneurship is one major way in which people can improve their own
mobility. Similarly, broad-based economic growth can accomplish the same
thing. When a country experiences economic growth, it typically increases
across the income distribution, raising standards of living for all. This is espe-
cially seen through pro-market institutions. Across countries, the gap in living
standards between the richest and poorest nations is overwhelmingly a story
of differences in long-run growth, and the institutions that support growth are
the same institutions that give people at the bottom a realistic path upward.

—— PILLAR1 ———

ENTREPRENEURSHIP
AND GROWTH

REGULATION AND TAXES

The regulation and taxes sub-pillar is measured using data sources for five components: credit market regulations,
labor market regulations, business regulations, freedom to compete, and taxes (which averages the top marginal
tax rate and the mean tariff rate).

Each of these measures comes from the Fraser Institute’s Economic Freedom of the World (EFW) index, 2026 annual
report, which reports data for 2024. The EFW index scores each country on a 0—10 scale, with higher scores indicating
greater economic freedom. Because the EFW scores are already oriented so that higher is “freer,” each of these is a
good variable; we re-scale each EFW component so that the best score in our sample receives a 10 and the worst a 0,

as outlined in the methodology.

Credit market regulations

Credit market regulations (EFW Area 5A) capture the
extent to which the banking and credit system is privately
owned and competitive, whether credit is allocated by
markets rather than directed by government, and whether
interest rates are market-determined. Access to credit is
one of the most direct constraints on someone trying to
start or expand a business, and credit markets that are
dominated by state-owned lenders or that direct credit
to politically favored borrowers leave fewer resources for
new entrants.

Labor market regulations

Labor market regulations (EFW Area 5B) measure the
burden of rules governing hiring and firing, centralized
collective bargaining, hours regulations, mandated costs
of worker dismissal, conscription, and foreign labor.
Restrictive labor rules tend to protect those who already
hold jobs at the expense of those who do not, making it
harder for young people and workers with less experience
to get a foothold in the formal labor market.

Business regulations

Business regulations (EFW Area 5C) capture the regula-
tory burden of operating a business, including the cost
and time required to comply with regulations, bureau-
cratic costs, the ease of starting a business, licensing
restrictions, and the costs of tax compliance. Burden-
some business regulations function as a fixed cost that
falls hardest on small and would-be entrepreneurs, who
are disproportionately those seeking to move up.

Freedom to compete

Freedom to compete (EFW Area 5D) measures the degree
to which markets are open to new competitors, including
the extent of market openness, the absence of govern-
ment-granted monopolies and protected incumbents, and
whether regulation is applied impartially. Where incum-
bents are shielded from competition, the returns to effort
and innovation are captured by those already at the top.
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Taxes

Our tax component averages two EFW measures. The
first is the top marginal tax rate (EFW Area 1D), which
combines the top marginal income tax rate and the top
marginal income and payroll tax rate, along with the
income thresholds at which they apply. High marginal
rates reduce the return to additional work, saving, and
risk-taking. The second is the mean tariff rate (EFW Area
4A), which measures the average tariff applied to imports.

Tariffs raise the cost of inputs for domestic producers and
the cost of goods for consumers, and they are typically
regressive, falling hardest on lower-income households.
Both are scored by the Fraser Institute such that higher
scores correspond to lower tax and tariff burdens, so both
are good variables. We scale each on a 0—10 scale and
then average them to create the “Taxes” component, so
that taxes carry the same weight as each of the four reg-
ulatory components.

COSTS, AFFORDABILITY, AND INFRASTRUCTURES

The costs, affordability, and infrastructure sub-pillar is measured using data sources for five components: gross
national income per capita (PPP-adjusted), infrastructure quality, broadband access, internet access, and access
to electricity.

This sub-pillar captures the material and physical conditions that determine whether opportunity is reachable in practice.
A country can have well-designed rules on paper, but if households cannot afford basic goods, reach markets, or connect
to the modern economy, the path upward is closed in practice. We include a measure of overall income alongside four

measures of the infrastructure that connects people to markets, jobs, and information.

Gross national income per capita (PPP)

We use gross national income (GNI) per capita, measured
in purchasing-power-parity terms in current interna-
tional dollars, from the World Bank’s World Development
Indicators. This is the broadest available measure of the
resources available to the average resident of a country,
adjusted for differences in the cost of living across coun-
tries. Higher income is associated with better mobility,
so we use the good variable scaling as outlined in the
methodology.

Infrastructure

To measure the quality of physical infrastructure, we
use the infrastructure component of the World Bank’s
Logistics Performance Index, which scores the quality of
trade- and transport-related infrastructure (ports, rail-
roads, roads, and information technology) on a 1—5 scale
based on surveys of logistics professionals. Reliable infra-
structure lowers the cost of moving goods and people,
widens the set of jobs a worker can realistically reach,
and lets producers in poorer regions access national
and international markets. Higher scores indicate better
infrastructure, so we use the good variable scaling. This
measure is not available for every country in the sample;
where it is missing, the sub-pillar score is the average of
the remaining four components.

Broadband access

We use fixed broadband subscriptions per 100 people,
from the World Development Indicators. Fixed broad-
band is a proxy for the depth of a country’s digital infra-
structure. Higher values indicate greater access, so we use
the good variable scaling. Where this measure is missing,
the sub-pillar score is the average of the remaining com-
ponents.

Internet access

We use the share of individuals using the internet, from
the World Development Indicators. Internet access is
increasingly a precondition for education, job search, and
access to financial services. Higher values indicate greater
access, so we use the good variable scaling.

Access to electricity

We use the share of the population with access to elec-
tricity, from the World Development Indicators. Reliable
electricity is a basic input into schooling, health, and
nearly all forms of productive work. Higher values indi-
cate greater access, so we use the good variable scaling.
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—— PILLAR2 ——

INSTITUTIONS AND
THERULE OF LAW

STATE PREDATORY ACTION

Here, we consider the legal institutional environment. As such, we include
variables that tell us the ways in which governments secure property rights
and provide a legal structure that is fair and unbiased. People will not invest
in themselves, their businesses, or their communities if the returns can be
taken from them arbitrarily, and the people most exposed to such predation
are those with the least ability to protect themselves. We also consider how
corruption, denial of justice, and coercion can hinder opportunity, alongside
the security of property and the independence of the courts.

The state predatory action sub-pillar is measured using data sources for three components: corruption; access to
Jjustice and the rule of law; and freedom of movement, freedom from servitude, and freedom from political violence.

The majority of the measures in this pillar come from the Varieties of Democracy (V-Dem) project. Most V-Dem indica-
tors are reported as interval-scale point estimates that are centered near zero and can take negative values; a handful (the
corruption indices and the rule of law index) are reported on a 0—1 scale. In every case, we apply the min—max scaling
outlined in the methodology to the V-Dem point estimate. Each measure is listed below with its V-Dem variable code.

Corruption

We consider four V-Dem measures of corruption across
branches of government and equally weight them to create
the “Corruption” component. Corruption is a direct tax on
fair opportunity as it diverts public resources, forces ordi-
nary people to pay for services they are owed, and rewards
connections over effort. The first two are composite indi-
ces reported on a 0—1 scale where higher values indicate
more corruption. The executive corruption index (V-Dem
variable v2x_execorr) captures how routinely members
of the executive or their agents grant favors in exchange
for bribes and embezzle public funds. The public sector
corruption index (V-Dem variable v2x_pubcorr) captures
the extent to which public sector employees grant favors
in exchange for bribes and steal or misappropriate public
resources. For both of these, higher scores correspond to
worse corruption (and therefore lower mobility), so we
use the bad variable scaling.

The second two measures are expert-coded ordinal ques-
tions, converted by V-Dem to interval point estimates,
where higher values indicate less corruption. Legisla-
ture corrupt activities (V-Dem variable v2lgcrrpt) asks

whether members of the legislature abuse their position
for financial gain, including accepting bribes, helping
obtain government contracts on behalf of favored firms,
and stealing public funds. Judicial corruption decision
(V-Dem variable v2jucorrdc) asks how often individuals
or businesses make undocumented extra payments or
bribes in order to speed up or delay a judicial process or
to obtain a favorable decision. Since higher scores indi-
cate less corruption, we use the good variable scaling. The
legislative measure is not available for countries without
a functioning legislature; in those cases, the corruption
component is the average of the remaining three mea-
sures.

Access to justice and the rule of law

This component averages two sub-components. The first,
access to justice, is itself the average of two V-Dem mea-
sures: access to justice for men (V-Dem variable v2clac-
jstm) and access to justice for women (V-Dem variable
v2clacjstw). Each asks whether citizens enjoy secure and
effective access to justice, meaning that they can bring
cases before the courts without risk to their personal
safety, trials are fair, and they have effective ability to
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seek redress if public authorities violate their rights. We
average the two so that the component reflects access to
justice for the population as a whole. Higher scores indi-
cate greater access, so we use the good variable scaling.

The second sub-component is V-Dem’s rule of law index
(V-Dem variable v2x_rule), a 0—1 composite measuring
the extent to which laws are transparently, independently,
predictably, impartially, and equally enforced, and the
extent to which government officials comply with the law.
Higher scores indicate stronger rule of law, so we use the
good variable scaling. The access to justice sub-compo-
nent and the rule of law sub-component are then equally
weighted to create the “Access to Justice and Rule of Law”
component.

Freedom of movement, from servitude,
and from political violence

This component captures the most direct forms of state
coercion against the person, and it is built from three
equally weighted sub-components.

Freedom of movement averages three V-Dem mea-
sures: freedom of domestic movement for men (V-Dem
variable v2cldmovem), freedom of domestic movement

LEGAL SYSTEM QUALITY AND PROPERTY RIGHTS

for women (V-Dem variable v2cldmovew), and freedom
of foreign movement (V-Dem variable v2clfmove). The
ability to move toward opportunity, whether to another
city or another country, is one of the oldest and most
reliable routes to upward mobility, and governments
that restrict it close that route.

Freedom from servitude averages freedom from
forced labor for men (V-Dem variable v2clslavem) and
freedom from forced labor for women (V-Dem variable
vaclslavef), which ask whether adults are free from ser-
vitude and other kinds of forced labor.

Freedom from political violence averages freedom
from torture (V-Dem variable vacltort) and freedom
from political killings (V-Dem variable vaclkill), which
measure whether the state and its agents refrain from
torturing and killing those under its control.

In each case, higher scores indicate greater freedom, so
we use the good variable scaling. The three sub-compo-
nents are then equally weighted to create this component,
and the three components (corruption; access to justice
and rule of law; and this one) are equally weighted to
create the State Predatory Action sub-pillar.

The legal system quality and property rights sub-pillar is measured using data sources for five components: prop-
erty rights, judicial independence and accountability, state ownership of the economy, enforcement of contracts,

and regulation of the sale of real property.

Most of the measures in this sub-pillar come from the Varieties of Democracy (V-Dem) project and the Fraser Institute’s
Economic Freedom of the World (EFW) index, 2026 annual report, which uses data for 2024.

Property rights

We measure property rights using two sub-components
that are equally weighted. The first comes from V-Dem
and is the average of property rights for men (V-Dem vari-
able v2clprptym) and property rights for women (V-Dem
variable v2clprptyw), which ask whether men and women
enjoy the right to private property, including the right to
acquire, possess, inherit, and sell it. Including both allows
the measure to reflect the many countries in which wom-
en’s property rights are substantially more restricted than
men’s. The second comes from the EFW index’s measure
of protection of property rights (EFW Area 2C), which

draws on survey assessments of how well property rights
are protected in practice. Secure property rights are the
foundation of mobility through saving and investment.
There are disincentives to accumulate wealth that people
expect to lose. Higher scores indicate stronger protection
in both cases, so we use the good variable scaling.

Judicial independence
and accountability
This component averages two sub-components. Judicial

independence is the average of high court independence
(V-Dem variable v2juhcind) and lower court indepen-
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dence (V-Dem variable v2juncind), which ask how often
the high court and the lower courts, respectively, make
decisions that merely reflect the wishes of the govern-
ment when a case is salient to it, rather than deciding
on the merits. Judicial accountability (V-Dem variable
v2juaccnt) asks how often judges who are found respon-
sible for serious misconduct are removed from their posts
or otherwise disciplined. Independent courts protect ordi-
nary people from the powerful; accountable courts protect
them from the judges themselves. Higher scores indicate
more independent and more accountable judiciaries, so
we use the good variable scaling.

State ownership of the economy

We use V-Dem’s measure of state ownership of the econ-
omy (V-Dem variable vaclstown), which asks whether
the state owns or directly controls important sectors of
the economy. Where the state owns most valuable capi-
tal, economic advancement runs through political favor
rather than through market success, and the returns to
entrepreneurship accrue to the state rather than to the
entrepreneur. V-Dem codes this measure so that higher
values indicate less state ownership, so we use the good
variable scaling.

Contracts

We use the EFW index’s measure of legal enforcement of
contracts (EFW Area 2F), which captures the time and
monetary cost required to collect a clear-cut commer-
cial debt through the courts. When contracts cannot be
enforced cheaply and reliably, people transact only with
those they already know and trust, which disadvantages
newcomers and outsiders. Higher EFW scores indicate
lower enforcement costs, so we use the good variable
scaling.

Real property

We use the EFW index’s measure of regulatory restric-
tions on the sale of real property (EFW Area 2G), which
captures the time and cost of the procedures required
to transfer ownership of property. Costly property trans-
fers lock households into place and prevent assets from
moving to their most productive use. Higher EFW scores
indicate fewer restrictions, so we use the good variable
scaling. The five components of this sub-pillar are then
equally weighted to create the Legal System Quality and
Property Rights sub-pillar.
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In this pillar, we consider two aspects that shape mobility outside of the legal
system and entrepreneurial settings. The first is education, or the accumula-
tion of skills that make a person productive and the degree to which a basic
quality education is available to everyone, rather than only to the well-off.

—— PILLAR3 ———

EDUCATION AND
CIVIL SOCIETY

EDUCATION

The second is civil society, which encompasses the religious congregations,
associations, and charitable networks through which people help one another,
build trust, and solve problems together. Both are long-standing drivers of
mobility, and both depend on governments leaving room for them to operate.

The education sub-pillar is measured using data sources for two components: human capital and

educational equality.

Human capital

We use the human capital index from the Penn World
Table (version 10.1, variable hc). The index is constructed
from the average years of schooling in the population
combined with an assumed rate of return to each year
of schooling, so that it captures not just how long people
stay in school but the economic value of that schooling.
It is scaled such that higher values indicate more human
capital. More human capital corresponds to greater pro-
ductivity and greater mobility, so we use the good variable
scaling.

CIVILSOCIETY AND CHARITY

Education equality

We use V-Dem’s measure of educational equality (V-Dem
variable v2peedueq), which asks to what extent high-qual-
ity basic education is guaranteed to all. This measure
directly addresses whether education functions as an
engine of mobility or as a mechanism for transmitting
advantages to the well-connected. Higher scores indicate
greater equality of access, so we use the good variable
scaling. The two components are equally weighted to
create the Education sub-pillar.

The civil society and charity sub-pillar is measured using data sources for five components: religion, women in
civil society, civil society repression, civil society participation, and charity.

Civil society institutions can be largely equated to social capital in a country. Religious congregations and civic asso-
ciations are the places where people form the relationships and norms that let them come together to achieve goals,
and charitable giving and volunteering are the most direct expressions of that social capital. We combine measures
of the freedom civil society has to operate (from V-Dem), along with measures of civil society participation (also from
V-Dem), and measures of charitable behavior (from the World Giving Index).
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Religion

Our religion component is the average of two V-Dem
measures. The first is religious organization repression
(V-Dem variable v2csrlgrep), which asks whether the
government attempts to repress religious communities
and organizations. The second is freedom of religion
(V-Dem variable vaclrelig), which asks whether individu-
als are free to practice their religion and whether the state
refrains from imposing restrictions on worship. V-Dem
codes both measures so that higher values indicate less
repression and greater freedom, so we use the good vari-
able scaling for both.

Women in civil society

We use V-Dem’s measure of women’s participation in civil
society organizations (V-Dem variable v2csgender), which
asks whether women are prevented from participating in
civil society organizations. Where half of the population
is excluded from associational life, the mobility-enhanc-
ing benefits of social capital are correspondingly limited.
Higher scores indicate greater participation, so we use
the good variable scaling.

Civil society repression

This component averages two V-Dem measures of the
freedom civil society organizations (CSOs) have from
government interference. CSO repression (V-Dem vari-
able v2csreprss) asks whether the government attempts
to repress civil society organizations, ranging from vio-
lent persecution to no repression at all. CSO entry and
exit (V-Dem variable v2cseeorgs) asks to what extent the
government achieves control over the entry and exit of
CSOs into public life, through registration requirements,
bans, etc. Higher scores indicate less repression and freer
entry, so we use the good variable scaling.

Civil society participation

This component averages two V-Dem measures. CSO
participatory environment (V-Dem variable v2csprtcpt)
asks which of several descriptions best characterizes the
involvement of people in civil society organizations, from
most associations being state-sponsored with minimal
popular involvement to a large diverse civil society with
widespread popular participation.

CSO structure (V-Dem variable v2csstruc_ev) describes
the structure of civil society, in particular whether CSOs
are broad-based and organized from below rather than
narrow and elite-controlled. Higher scores indicate a
more participatory civil society, so we use the good vari-
able scaling.

Charity

We measure charitable behavior using the three questions
that make up the Charities Aid Foundation’s World Giving
Index 2024 Report, which draws on the Gallup World
Poll. Respondents in each country are asked whether, in
the past month, they (i) helped a stranger or someone
they did not know who needed help, (ii) donated money
to a charity, and (iii) volunteered their time to an orga-
nization. For each, the raw variable is the share of adults
answering yes. Higher scores indicate greater charitable
activity, so we use the good variable scaling. Each of the
three is scaled 0—10 and then averaged to create the Char-
ity component. The World Giving Index does not cover
every country in our sample; for those not surveyed, the
Civil Society and Charity sub-pillar is the average of the
remaining four components.
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SUMMARY OF VARIABLES AND SOURCES

The table below lists every variable in the index, its source, the series or variable code, and whether the good or bad
scaling is applied. “Good” means a larger raw value corresponds to better mobility; “Bad” means a larger raw value
corresponds to worse mobility.

PILLAR 1 = ENTREPRENEURSHIP AND GROWTH
SUB-PILLAR COMPONENTS VARIABLE SOURCE SERIES / CODE SCALING
Credit market regulations Area 5A score Fraser EFW 2026 5A Good
Labor market regulations Area 5B score Fraser EFW 2026 5B Good
TSN PLGT |  Business regulations Area 5C score Fraser EFW 2026 5C Good
LAE I Freedom to compete Area 5D score Fraser EFW 2026 5D Good
Taxes (i) Top marginal tax rate Fraser EFW 2026 1D Good
Taxes (ii) Mean tariff rate Fraser EFW 2026 LAii Good
GNI per capita (PPP) GNI pc, PPP (current int'| §) World Bank WDI NY.GNPPCAPPPCD Good
Costs, Infrastructure LPlinfrastructure score (1-5) World Bank LPI 2023 LPLPLINFR.XQ Good
affordability, Broadband access Fixed broadband subscriptions per 100 World Bank WDI (ITU) ITNET.BBND.P2 Good
&infrastructure - | E_—_G—GGE——— Individuals using the internet (%) World Bank WDI (ITU) ~ ITNETUSER.ZS Good
Electricity access Access to electricity (% of pop.) World Bank WDI EG.ELC.ACCS.ZS Good
PILLAR 2 | INSTITUTIONS AND RULE OF LAW
SUB-PILLAR COMPONENTS VARIABLE SOURCE SERIES / CODE SCALING
Executive corruption Executive corruption index V-Dem v2x_execorr Bad
Public sector corruption Public sector corruption index V-Dem v2x_pubcorr Bad
Legislature corruption Legislature corrupt activities V-Dem v2lgerrpt Good
Judicial corruption Judicial corruption decision V-Dem v2jucorrde Good
pre d:ttjlt; Access to justice Access to justice for men/women V-Dem v2clacjstm; v2clacjstw Good
action Rule of law Rule of law index V-Dem v2x_rule Good
Frecdom of movement PeTSte T menOn gy
Freedom from servitude Forced labor (men/women) V-Dem veclslavem; v2clslavef Good
512‘312(111221 from political Freedom from torture/political killings V-Dem v2cltort; v2clkill Good
Property rights (V-Dem) Property rights for men; for women V-Dem v2clprptym; veclprptyw  Good
Property rights (EFW) Protection of property rights Fraser EFW 2026 2C Good
Judicial independence High court independence; lower court V-Dem v2juhcind; v2juncind Good
Legal system independence
quality & Judicial accountability Judicial accountability V-Dem v2juacent Good
property rights State ownership of the State ownership of the economy V-Dem v2clstown Good
economy
Contracts Legal enforcement of contracts Fraser EFW 2026 2F Good
Real property Regulatory restrictions on the sale Fraser EFW 2026 2 Good

of real property
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PILLAR 3 = EDUCATION AND CIVIL SOCIETY

SUB-PILLAR

Education

Civil society
& charity

SOURCES

COMPONENTS VARIABLE SOURCE SERIES / CODE SCALING
Human capital Human capital index Penn World Table1001 ~ Hc Good
Education equality Educational equality V-Dem v2peedueq Good
No religious repression Religious organization repression V-Dem v2csrigrep Good
Freedom of religion Freedom of religion V-Dem v2clrelig Good
Women in civil society €SO women's participation V-Dem v2csgender Good
Civil society repression CSO repression V-Dem v2csreprss Good
Civil society entry and exit CSO entry and exit V-Dem v2cseeorgs Good
Civil society participation CSO participatory environment V-Dem v2csprtcpt Good
Civil society structure CSO structure V-Dem v2csstruc_ev Good
Helped a stranger [Spr;asrte n\1N t?r?tﬂ]e Iped a stranger CAF World Giving Index ~ — Good
Donated money [Spi;e;rten\:l;lr?tﬁimated money CAF World Giving Index ~ — Good
Volunteered Share who volunteered time CAF World Giving Index ~— — Good

(past month)

Charities Aid Foundation. World Giving Index [2024 edition]. Based on the Gallup World Poll.

Coppedge, Michael, et al. “V-Dem Codebook” and “V-Dem [Country-Year/Country-Date] Dataset,” Version 16.

Varieties of Democracy (V-Dem) Project.

Feenstra, Robert C., Robert Inklaar, and Marcel P. Timmer. “The Next Generation of the Penn World Table.”

American Economic Review 105(10): 3150—3182, 2015. Penn World Table version 10.01, variable hc.

Fraser Institute. Economic Freedom of the World: 2026 Annual Report. Vancouver: Fraser Institute, 2026.

(Data for 2024.)

World Bank. Logistics Performance Index [2023 edition]. Infrastructure component.

World Bank. World Development Indicators. Washington, DC: World Bank. Series NY.GNP.PCAP.PP.CD, IT.NET.

BBND.P2, IT.NET.USER.ZS, EG.ELC.ACCS.ZS.
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