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Introduction

Poverty continues to be one of the most pressing socioeconomic challenges affecting societies
worldwide. It is not merely a lack of income but a multidimensional phenomenon that includes
limited access to education, healthcare, and opportunities for advancement. One of the most
critical consequences of poverty is its impact on intergenerational social mobility, which refers to
the ability of individuals to achieve a higher socioeconomic status than their parents.

Education has long been recognized as a powerful tool for breaking the cycle of poverty and
promoting social mobility. By enhancing skills, knowledge, and employability, education
provides individuals with opportunities to improve their socioeconomic status. However, access
to education is often unevenly distributed, particularly in developing countries and urban
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marginalized communities. Educational inequality remains a major barrier to achieving equitable
social mobility.

Research shows that access to education plays a crucial role in determining social mobility
outcomes. Individuals who have access to quality education are more likely to secure better
employment opportunities and achieve upward mobility. However, those from low-income
backgrounds often face significant barriers, including financial constraints, lack of infrastructure,
and social and cultural limitations.

Moreovger, poverty has a direct impact on educational attainment. Families living in poverty may
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Despite the importance of these factors, limited research has examined the moderating role of
family background in the relationship between educational access and social mobility. This study
aims to fill this gap by providing a comprehensive analysis of these relationships.

Literature Review

Poverty is widely recognized as a key determinant of educational access and social mobility. It
affects individuals’ ability to access educational resources, which in turn influences their
opportunities for upward mobility. Studies show that poverty creates structural barriers that limit
access to quality education, including financial constraints, inadequate infrastructure, and social
inequalities.

Educational access refers to the availability and affordability of educational opportunities. It is a
critical factor in determining social mobility, as education enhances individuals’ skills and

Gulhooban 36 ISSN: 3106-9347 - 3106-9355



)\ HMy INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF BUSINESS RESEARCH
DIALOGUE (IJBRD)

Volume 03 Number 01
January — December, 2025

employability. Research indicates that education is one of the most effective tools for reducing
inequality and promoting social mobility.

However, access to education is often unequal, particularly in developing countries. Individuals
from low-income backgrounds are less likely to have access to quality education, which limits
their opportunities for advancement. This inequality in educational access contributes to the
persistence of poverty across generations.

Intergenerational social mobility is influenced by both individual and structural factors. While
educatign plays a central role, other factors such as famlly background, social networks, and
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Conceptual Model / Theoretical Framework =
Independent Variable

e Poverty
Mediator

e Educational access
Dependent Variable

e Intergenerational social mobility
Moderating Variable

e Family background
Theories Used

e Human capital theory

e Social reproduction theory

e Capability approach
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Methodology

A quantitative cross sectional research design was adopted. Data were collected from 300
respondents through structured questionnaires using Likert scales. Smart PLS was used to test
measurement and structural models.

Analysis

Table 1 Measurement Model

Construct Cronbach Alpha Composite Reliability AVE

Poverty 0 91 0 94 0.72

Educati Access 0.70

Sociaf Mabili
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constructs &xceeded the recommended threghold of 0.70. Specifically, poverty reported a value of

\ 0.91, educatl nal access 0.89, soc1a-l~m06111ty 0.88, and family background 0.90. These values
1nd1cate é hlgh level of internal consistency, suggestmg that the 1tems used to measure each
con‘struct ,‘are stable and consis

Comp081 ¢ reliability values further strengthen the reliability assessment, wit

exceeding 0.90. Composite reliability is particularly relevant in Partial Least Squares Stmctural
Equation Modeling because it accounts for differences in indicator loadings and provides a more
accurate estimate of construct reliability (Hair et al., 2021). The high composite reliability values
indicate that the indicators collectively form a coherent and reliable measurement of each latent
construct.

Convergent validity was evaluated using the Average Variance Extracted. All constructs reported
AVE values above the recommended threshold of 0.50, with poverty at 0.72, educational access
at 0.70, social mobility at 0.68, and family background at 0.71. These results indicate that more
than half of the variance in the observed indicators is explained by their respective constructs,
confirming that the measurement items are strongly associated with the intended latent variables.

The establishment of strong convergent validity is essential because it ensures that the constructs
are accurately captured by the measurement items. This reduces the likelihood of measurement

error influencing the results of the structural model. Moreover, the robustness of the measurement
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model enhances the credibility of the study and ensures that the relationships observed in
subsequent analyses are meaningful and reliable.

Overall, the results demonstrate that the measurement model meets all the necessary criteria for
reliability and validity. This provides a solid foundation for proceeding with the structural model
analysis and supports the integrity of the study findings.

Interpretation of Table 2: Structural Model
The structural model results provide significant insights into the relationships among poverty,
educatignal access, and intergenerational social mobility. The findings reveal that poverty has a

pmE R T s
This indicates tmm ot | m hg, Q) baArriers
i ation, which may include financial constraints, lack of infrastructure, and limited
? = o -:'\ PP o~ r;" e =
ResearchiDialogtie

sistent with human capital theory, which emﬁﬁésizes the importance of
education for enhancing individual productivity and economic outcomes. Pove

ent b itifg  agceSSto  educational resources, thereby cing
r skill |developn and up ar3 mobility. The results highlight that pove
ic condition Iso ctural barries-that limil;s_a.c,;;ss iti
, the fesults show lcauional

intergenerational social mobility (B|= 0.48,|p
reater access t¢ education ar¢ mote likely|to
dudation enﬁs\nces skills, d e¢mployability, which imcreas
.\ . \: . ) /
0 ,'[\2.111’11 higher income and better occupational status. .~
N\ N\

\. The m@dlathn Jffect of educatlorlal access is particularly important, as it demonstrates that

\\Qducatio'r} seryg‘é as a critical pathway through which poverty influences social mobility. Without
adequate jaccess to education, individuals from disadvantaged backgrounds are less likely to

escape poverty, leadin sistence of inequality across geneérati
\ L/—"'-”’

\
The st;ength of the path coefficients indicates that both relationships are substantial and
statistically robust. The findings underscore the importance of addressing educational inequality
as a means of promoting social mobility. Policies aimed at improving access to education can
play a crucial role in breaking the cycle of poverty.

Overall, the structural model provides strong empirical support for the hypothesized relationships
and highlights the central role of education in mediating the impact of poverty on social mobility.

Interpretation of Table 3: Moderation Analysis

The moderation analysis provides critical insights into the role of family background in shaping
the relationship between educational access and intergenerational social mobility. The results
indicate that family background significantly moderates this relationship (p = 0.27, t = 3.90),
suggesting that the effect of educational access on social mobility varies depending on the
characteristics of the family environment.
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Family background encompasses factors such as parental education, income, occupation, and
social capital. These factors play a crucial role in determining how effectively individuals can
utilize educational opportunities. The positive moderation effect indicates that individuals from
more advantaged family backgrounds are better able to translate educational access into upward
social mobility.

One explanation for this finding is that families with higher socioeconomic status can provide
additional resources and support that enhance the benefits of education. These may include
financial support, access to networks, guidance, and exposure to opportunities. As a result,
individuals from such backgrounds are more likely to achieve hlgher levels of soc1a1 mob111ty

imi ctlveness of educatlonal access. These barriers may 1nc1ude lack of financial
resoutces, limited parental suimm arﬁ rks Even when
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The findings of this study provide strong empirical evidence for the complex relationship
betWeen poverty, educ .. The results confirm
that po restricts access to education, which in tu i unities for
upward mobility. This aligns with existing literature that identifies education as a key niechanism
for breaking the cycle of poverty.

The study also highlights the critical role of educational access as a mediating factor. Education
serves as a pathway through which individuals can improve their socioeconomic status. However,
unequal access to education continues to reinforce social inequalities, particularly among
disadvantaged populations.

One of the key contributions of this study is the identification of family background as a
moderating factor. The findings suggest that the benefits of education are not equally distributed
across individuals. Those from advantaged family backgrounds are better able to leverage
educational opportunities to achieve upward mobility, while those from disadvantaged
backgrounds face additional challenges.
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This finding is consistent with social reproduction theory, which emphasizes the role of family
resources in perpetuating inequality across generations. It also highlights the importance of
considering both individual and contextual factors in understanding social mobility.

From a policy perspective, the findings suggest that efforts to improve educational access must be
accompanied by interventions that address family level disparities. This may include financial
support, parental education programs, and community-based initiatives.

Overall, the study contributes to the existing literature by providing a comprehensive analysis of
the factors 1nﬂuenc1ng social mob111ty and hlghhghtlng the need for 1ntegrated pollcy approaches
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Future Research Directions

Future studies should explore additional moderating variables, such as cultural norms and
institutional factors. Longitudinal research designs can provide deeper insights into the dynamic
nature of social mobility.
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