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Abstract: This paper makes a thowugh empirical study, from three aspects, on the wealth dstribution of urban and rural
households in China based on data from Aordo Center. We first depict the holistic statistical features of weakh distribution; and
then do an analysis of structural decomposition of wealth distribution, based on the makeup of wealth; at last we explore the
possible causes of wealth distribution and inequality with two methods: dividing sample according to individual characteristics and
estimating the wealth function. We observe a serious wealth inequality, and the Gini coefficient of rural households is already
larger than that of urban, specifically. The nequaliy of financial assets and housing is the main source of net wealth inequality.
Occupation, education and Paity member status all have sgnficant influences on households wealth accumulation.
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