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FHIAL 75 18 08 Bt & AN %5 19, 00 201 ] I 25 SR 20F & . X U, B OK 2R (E.
A. Jamison) FF I G A i - FATTAS W] RE A B AR UV I b DXORT O 3k b IX A2
FA TR 20 E A PR 55 3 ) R AR B A9 AN B A2 A [ Y .7 (Jamison et al. , 2007) H
20 th22 80 AEATF 4, 5502 90 4EAR DL VR Z BAN I B T A #E i
Bl AR BT X 55 Bl A T R S e (R R B A A A B Y 22 O ) L IR
g7 E A Wk 7F (Speakman & Welch, 2006 ; Hanushek & Woessmann,
20083 Betts, 2010) . IO 555 8l & Br b2 59 ot i o) T B8O B3 i
BUAk i B — B R Re D Nk 2 Ry & srlcas . 72 B i 5 v 2% 19 N
a4 FE N i B DR AR SR R AR g A 27 A L 3X B iR RE ) B 2 A RIVEE AN FE A4
K ABETESF 8 I 3 FAR IS B m WA . PR AT DA e BT i 1 R 2 E
Hh R AR A5 22 K1 0 % [l S A5 B 7 11 1) A, ©

C&A —LL W 50 3 E R 2 B 10 2 5 MR R AT 1A, 2808 90K % 5
AP AR IE B9 25 4 (AT JR B L9 M) , 2005 ; X P8 25 B , 2011 s Zhong , 20115
Lietal., 2012 G . 2013) A WF 5T & 90 0 75 50 138 T a5 Bt 6 R 27 X 7E AL K
FHREE A FEEB BEF W (Loyalka et al. » 2012), XEEFR N FACEAE
HEMSHANAE AR BATHE RS BT 19 A7 B Q2 BT i 18] 44 09 A5 3 5 125 A R B
FEREAR R EFEIX = G ) B A e — 1 R BR 1

A SCHR A B 5 G vt R B E R 7 R A KA 2 T 55 B 3 0 HE D
“211 7R AEAE Sy v [ e R 2 A AR A8 R 52 (], ], Heckman) 5§ A4 1
Y 55 0 PEAR T (heterogeneous model) (Heckman and Vytlacil, 1999; Heckman
et al. , 2006;Carneiro et al. , 2010) , X} F F K2 i & B L 5% B3R 17 2 244
o WU F AR AR B R SCHROR A L X 02 [ A AT 5T b s H S PR A AU A T 2L
[Epsin g T

LV RFREHHEE

Xof A R R B AH DG O OR B AR IR AR E AN OF S b Al
FHWGFh Ty B 5 K4 0T, — o 5 6 2 0 1T K 2 9 5 A48 AR CAn 00 - 3 1
TN B 2R Ty B 2 R R AN SRS i KR R i, s T T
AR AFE bR A BLK A4 1 #UF T 48 4 (Black & Smith, 2004; Long, 2008;
Borgen, 2014), 73 &h—Ff 77 v R JH R 2% 19 55 G0 A S U1 R 27 ot i i b v . 44
e B E E KK Y (Barron’s Profiles of American Colleges) R YE K2 A
0 T A AR N S ] Y DR R 0 R S A B L AR RIF T AR AR AR SR I R R

O ZERMAE A (2008) H T v [E XUAE A RE A B 4 o4 BT 58 32 W1 80F W45 R B9 OLS Aili 7 (2 XUHL G
FEAAG B Y 3 A% . MATIA D dx 32 2R ] L 7w L BE 0 i 22 X0 20 i 2 ARG R IR AR O S 2L
OLS J7 #EAti 1 Hi ot (9 2808 e 43 2 Hh o o 20 1oz 01 DR 4 3 O 0 4> BB T3 R B2 5 5 RS2 T
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S o i 5 55 B R 2F 9 i i (Brand & Halaby. 20063 Long. 2010),

FEFRE , O o IR AR AR AR A5 S R B B L R I e 3R A
GEAEA ST b A2 A5 1 2 1 A5 AR R 2 B . B s AT JR B RIS 1) (2005)
XPE 25 AESHGE (201 1) L ZE R MESE (Li et al. » 2012) A“2117 K24 b i K
% B (P, Loyalka) 5 DLAE 5 % 28 — it vk S By K 2% o T 2 K 2%
(Loyalka et al. , 2012) , X PHFh 7S B0 A 7T F [ = 45 20 5 40, ) — 2 4]
FERFAE . $0E (Zhong, 201 1) FH#EUT & H e 09 Bt b K24 78 4 [ 04 HE 24 15 00 7 &
K2 o ARG B A A e S DLR U2 L ik oy ik ad T A0, dEA U
MR 7. T (2013) LUR 5 4 H il S R i K2 i, AR A R G,

AR SO A FH R 2 1 S G s i LI i . AR L R B H AT WA — ARz A
AT R RS HE £ o DRI S AR SCAR 8 A 6T T 75 B M B i 1 380 TR B 1 2117 K
SR PUN KA it . W= U0, QSR AR b R 2% R 2117 K, il o ]
P2 TR RN RAEE . XA YR R R B 2 2117 K2
FEBAH —ADATF FHE IR bR <2117 K2 Z WA 7E i 22 5 AR 2117 Ko
ZBAFTE 225, 45 (PR 7E JCE IR A5 M Bl i I 00 T IR 2R S —
ASAAT R I .

Hh [ EORF L AE 1954 A B N7 T EE A E I — B a0 R AR A I O L Y AR
FET 6 T AR E R, IS RSN SR R B H LR 1981 4 L
T 96 BT A [ H KA X S A AR BT BAATL RE 2R R Y L B A B R e A i A
D5 AR A B T4 RBUF B R T 32 R . © B . EBUR R T K E PR
1993 4F, rpr At rf Ju RN [ 55 BE A T B CE MO RN R AN L) B A 21 it el
S AT 100 BT 2247 1Y 13 45 25 M RN — it B 5 2R BRIl i i 5 TR, TR 211
TAR” WA — TR AR 42117 K2, 1995 4E, R E 2% R H &
BT B R A2l TR SRER A ), “211 TR7IEXG sk, 211
TR N A B TR R SR IR 5 AR R R A R R R R R
53. 19952008 4F, fli 82 A T A HE R 9 K22 A 3£ <211 T /", 2008 4E LU,
“ON17 R BCR B2 112 B, AN & R84k . @

e 2117 R 2 SR A GO S A R A A B e R Y R L i
S5 B i bR AR R I PR Y T S A A L A R AR O
B 2p A 2 G JE s R SR R H T 2117 K2, IR, 2117 K24 a] ARl w5 3
HREWACHEAS . — AT BEAEAE 1 ) R, AR SCREAR TP T 1995 4F 2 A1
R R ST ENE X NTEHEZ S F AR R R T 211 TR, EE M
KB SR S R R ORI AN <2117 K2k L X BB R K2R [ DOk kA 3

@ http://www. moe. gov. cn/edoas/websitel8/level3. jsp? tablename = 1222139707228251&. in-
foid=1223513711350102
@  http://www. moe. gov. cn/publicfiles/business/htmlfiles/moe/moe_94/201002/82762. html
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R A F BB DR AR o [ R R A B R T AR 2117 R RV A
JE S B H A (A AR R I o i TR o B R R e A R R, 2117
RAp AT o B R ] A2

= REHRFREDRG T E

(—) bt A%

At R A ok [ 14 5 AR 5 12 S AE WS IS R v A K 2 O A Y
AF g (Speakman & Welch,2006), Bi.Y,=yD,+8X,+U,., Y, &2 LHEIWAKA
SR B, D, S i B R R YR B (D, =1 R ME LAY 42117 K2, D, =0 N
RZ) s X Rl AR i U R BENLR 2250, 280 y 193838 i /b — 3 COLS k1A
B[ Ay R 2 Jo e 1Y [ i

OLS (14 Jot /2 76 45 ) A) 0000 B 3R B 18 00 b A48 52 v ot i K 2% 0 AR
R K 2E R W AR Y T 25 R X R O iR AE AE A Bl B (Black &
Smith, 2004) s H— e XA 58 5 i B AR 8 2 RLAEAE 2R OC &R L i X — B
TE L T BEAS BT s H =, T fig i [ 2 24 (common support) i %, B 7E 45 3
iR BB S A I A A A 32 B R AR R R, B R A A
ZALR R FHEF B I TC 2 B AR T % 22 5 . 4 LR g
W Y — B i e 7 1 2 DR BC ¥ (Matching) o DEECVE S8 1 9k i B A8 1 5 i
PEAR B A7 2 MO0 R MR, OF B A Ak B T A AR 3 ) 8 (Black &
Smith,2004 ;Brand &. Halaby,2006;Long,2008),

Tt OLS i & P RC vk , #E SR S F v AR 15 ot st 0 1 7 4% i) 1 AT 08 i
BYRRAE Z 5 A AR A AR] B BT o A9 DR = J2 Bl AL A o IR A A ] B K 2 |
PRI A 22 S AU IR TR 2 B AN (6] . AEZ , B T A2 7R S DO Y S o
P CRIY [ Bsf 52 e 44 280 308 B RIS B9 S AT SR PR 220 8% 3 350 mT L3000 AR i A [+
B A 22 32 Ao i BT 5t 1) R 2% 20F I 2 BE ALY L BRI A OLS Rl G ic 15 A 31
H I R 2 Jo ] R A R A 1R 1

AH GBI 5T 32 A FH D b 7 3k b SEUR RO Y S PR L SR — R O RN
LWL P 2 T AR AR AR i B AR R R L s AR HE R R K
BEWCA AR A N BB ) A K i 52 1 A AS 5 (Long, 20100, 55 ZFh 7 ik 2
THARE L . B R A — R BN S SR AR R R AR A A
IR A7 5 B KA A A T B AR/ (Long.2008) . 25 = Fh Jy i 2 A1) I AU
JHE A A 11 1 2550 07 AE 78 3 o X 2 4 2 B S T UL 5 5 4 1% 52 i ( Behrman,
et al. , 1996) . 2 PUBp 7 ik 24l FH W o5 17 09 (Hoekstra, 2009),

FEER X R B B 5T L AR JREE RV (2005) (B (Zhong et al. , 2011) (2%
FEWA (L et al., 2012) FISE §# 3% (2013) FE Ml T OLS JFik., H, dhiff
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(Zhong et al. » 201 1) fli FHAC 3% 32 %0 & 2 AL AE R A~ ARE 1 TR BE 15 55 (1)
fRBEAR B, 2R 2 %5 (Li et al. , 2012) fH FHAS N % B4R SR Z #0H AR IR AL HE
14 38 B 1 FNISC A S A SR A BB 1 RN R BE Y S AR AR B X 2 R I A
(2011) Lh B % W R4 (Loyalka et al. , 2012) i JH 7 VC ¢ i, H v %9 37 - 25 5 fifi
FH T W5 m1E T %

(Z) RRtEsE

7 2 A S R A A (Heckman & Vytlacil, 1999; Heckman et
al. , 2006;Carneiro et al. , 2010) A Ay, ZEAG T4k AL s o AN AT 0L 0 A4 S Jo
23 T BN R FE T AS T UL 4 457 A0E %o 2R oA Vs 70 AT £ E A7 L8, DT A o 2 75 4
2 A A TR PRI AN [ A A 1 A 383800 2 5 T A .t g R 0, AN D A A A A
R B d AR AT A AT R AN TR] A, R 2% BT i Y [l A7 7R S B . TR X A O
T, TG E OLS VLD, b &8 H AR AR &t | T H AR & RN iR A5 784 R 7 o5 1]
VAR5 7 15, AR TCTE A5 B K BT (7] 4 6% 1F A At 08 G2 S B P AR A
O — 25T p W58 F 57 B MR BRI AG B30 1 45 32 R S5 A 1Y Il i R (E AL
MBFTE S ,2004; Fleisher et al. , 2004; Wang et al. , 2009; 7K #5122 F ),
2014) , VIH H AT IE B A FH S 5 AR AR A R A o A (R4

T A 28 A SO R S B P AR AR A A o R Y ik

L. A% ol s 3 A% ) i S

B L2117 K20 LI — A Ab B (treatment) : 42117 K22 A AME R
S FRFE (the treated) , BP4%52 74 K [ 2117 RAZ MR Z AR AL FE# (the un-
treated) , B RFEZ AL, F 2117 K& X5 WA 1Y 52 ) 3gf 2 Ab BR800 (treatment
effect), WY N RAFE (outcome) ; Y, NEZAHRE T4 R, B4k F
“2117 KA TE (potentiaD WA 5 Y o AR 2 52 A VIR ST A 45 51 BIAMA 7 oK
2117 R AR . Z BT LARR N AW s 72 RO FE B S v X T 3 —
AME S L RATHEEMME] Y, Y, —F P —4, D=1 FxME BB
JE211" K%, D,=0 W2,

B A @ BV LE WA R AT ORI A PR 3R X RS AT UL Y R R U 3R R e
Y, =X +Us. Y, =X, +U, HA EWU,|X)=EWU;|X)=0
H I,

Y, =DY,+U—=D)Yy, = [(B — )X, + WU, —U) 1D, + B, X, + U,
AIUL, B 2117 R A 1 R 1 [l 4 o
i = (B —B))X, + WU, — Uy
Horbr (B — B0 X J2 1 i WL Ay S B M R 1 UL Uy — U o H AN UL ) S

@ A FEBER AT (Tsai & Xie, 2011 IS BUMERTRLAG T 5 75 4 X w1 45 207 A0 Il 408 5200
5K (2009) 2 T2 ALLAY Roy 1885 481 3 [ R A FKE T 20 i) Ko [l i
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F VAT R I . AT DU M R AR BT Y Il 4 23 B B S CRRAE B A8 Ak i AR
oo v BIHER
y = ATE = E(7, | X)) = E[(8, — ) X,]

y J I BV (average treatment effect, ATE)”, BBl HL M 422 57 2 155 25 %
BN EE DA, E2117RFSA EU2117 K% A A 250,

5% 5 30 0 A PR3 119 SF- 2 Ab BE AN (average treatment effect on the
treated, ATT)HI“IELb B #)F3 4b BR LN ” (average treatment effect on the
untreated, TUT) . A& X FTLFR LT 2117 K20 A, E*2117 R~ R
AN 2117 RAFHNB TR 18 22 75 J5 B HE A Tk B 2117 R4, 1
“2L17 R R B B AR [ 4 . S ATT A TUT

ATT=EX,—Y, | X;,D,=1) =E(y; | X;.D, = 1)
TUT =EX,;,—Y, | X;,D, =0 =E(y; | X;.D;, = 0)
2. A5 Fh A BEAL N B Al 11
B AR ¢ R A 2117 K2 DL P SR R0 e e
D = P(Z) —Uyp
1, 4D’ =0
D, =
0, M D5 <omt

D/ B—NWEA R ACERAR i L2117 R G R, Z R — 2 n] 0 AR
WL ZT DAL & Ay B X AR A — e X R AR R, P(Z)ROR
AR G 2117 R R HE 3R, FR A R) 75 %X (propensity-score) , P(Z,) #i K 2 B
AN B2 2117 K2 T AR AT Y Tl iR B K, AT AR 9% logit 3 probit BLAYAL 153 i .
Up 2 0 78 82k B2 b A nUL I Y 5 B P, mT DA oy AR B 2117 K5
A U 7EL 0, 1] BR8] | AR A2 574345 (Heckman and Vytlacil, 1999) . X+ 4~
TS R B 2117 R 2= Be T 0 /9 5 Bk P(Z0) 5wl U iy S5 J5 4k
Up: (1 HOEE U R AR 12117 R 2 1 2 S A AR

E S PR AL PR W (marginal treatment effect, MTE) 2} .

MTE(X;, = 2,Up = up) = EXY,, — Y, | X = 2,Up = up)

IR 24 45 7 A AR I T AR AE (X, = a0 A B AN R AE (U = wp) B L
2117 RAECE B AR . X BRI SE T U =up B, ERUR E2117 K%
TC 2% S 0TI LEA (AR 1 - 225 ] 4 WXTTJ:*HZ:J:“ZH”j('?%%ﬁﬁEl@/\ﬁiﬁﬁ
Fop(D)= up, W MTE W5 ).

MTE(X; = 2,Up = up = p(2)) = EX,;, — Y, | X;, = 2,P(Z) = p(2)

iiE MTE (7 14 WAl 2800 3115 (Parametric) . 2 3 3l 11 (Polyno-
mial) 24 2 0 )7 15 (Semi-Parametric) 1 J&y # T. B A8 i 3% (local instrumental
variable, LIV), (Heckman et. al,2006) 4~ 32k H M9 2 R #F L 2 AR &L (LIV),

] Ay 33 i 7 325 0 A X6 S T U S S5 M ) 4 A A A A 1B, ELA T AT A
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(Heckman et. al, 2006),
MTE BT R AS By BE . 55 —Br Bt . H Logit BRI Probit 45 & 4l
i 464 P(2) . 55 B Bl i Rl T AR &3 (LIVO 4 i MTE:
MTE(X;, = x,Up = up) = OE(Y, — Y. | Xi azpl',P(Zi) —p)
p=up

£ BERER 1Ak 25 b 3 4k BRAL -

1
ATE — J CUATE(I9M[)>MTE($§HU)C]L£U ’ CUATE(IsLtU> =1
0

g
ATT = J wnrr (2 sup) MTE (s up) dup »
0

1

1
warr (T up) = j fp | X =2dp Ep X=o

D

1
TUT - J CUTUT(I;uD)MTE(I’u[))dLL[) ’
0

1
—p | X =2

Ho, f(p| X=0) B4 E X=x B P(DOMIMEREE 0+ ) HILE,
3. TR 22 F 23 28 Wk £
FHVREE S 1 2117 K 2 B AR - W AR 25 R 2117 KA RE AR Y 7 1
WA ARSI 2117 K2z R 7 19 OLS Al B, v MURES B BR AN (2 55 4 F
T, 2004)
plim(yos) = EY, | X;,D, = 1) —E, | X;,D;, = 0)
= ATE+[EWU,, | X;.D;, =1 —EWU,, | X;.D;, = 0]

wrur (Tsup) = J:Df(p | X = 2)dp B

i 2%
= ATE+EWU, —U, | X,,D, = 1)
+[EW, | X,,D, =1 —EW, | X,.D;, = 0)]

FAEH MR UG UGS DR IB4 OLS it &6 & ATE WA
it i 22 (bias) K : [E(U, | X, .D,=1)—EWU,, | X,,D,=0) ], #—% W
A S R 2RI S (sorting gain) FIE i 22 (selection bias) , 43JSUN 25 J& 38 Xt
F LT 2117 K20 N0 F > BT R 2 A ok i 3232 2117 K22 19 310K
. WEEMZEREREE LT 2117 KF M AEA L2117 K2 w59 A ] WL A
FHORIULA s 5 SEBR A 1 2117 2 1 N RS RO R 2875 ok i ilg A 114 22 5%
ATT tnf 3@ it F 2045 (ZES AR 7 2. 2004) .
ATT = ATE+EWU,, —U, | D, =D
XEWA ATT %F ATE 4 Zl st . Bk, 40 J8U sk or RO 55 — A ff i B8
fift + BV 5 BE ML B — A B AE BUA FE L 2117 R AR [ o 26 31 Ak PR
LRSS E
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i bR =T DA 3 .

plim(¥os) = ATT+[EWU,, | X,.D, = 1) —EW,, | X;.D, = 0)]
I, P 22 45 T OLS il w2 ATT,

[ A i, 30 1T D s S A A B 3 1 7 2 b BEALON, CTUT) ™ 48 % F R B2117
FEE AR T s 12117 K270 2 B S 249 W 7 R4

TUT = E(Y,, — Y, | X,.D, =0) = E(y, | X,,D, = 0)

FEAH X TR B 2117 R AR & A2

EW, | X..D, =0) —EW,, | X;,D, = 1) = ATE — plim(¥o.5)

=EW, —U, | X;.D, = 0)
e €
+[EW, | X,,D, =0 —EWU, | X,.D, = 1]
M 22
(A 1l % S A AE T 5 A 22 T A A R o SRR PR R 2% . A I £E R
BT TR L2117 KA N5 R AT R 4 R R 2 211" KR8 E
V-2 R, e 25 SR 35 I8 R 12117 K iy A b T #2117 K 2# ) il R 7]
SURINISEE i QO NS o 7 S B Rl NE= =3 5 NS B NI B R NS i G N N
2% 5%
A o] LAAS 2 .

ATE = TUT +EWU,, —U,; | D, = 1)

TUT = plim(yos) +EW,, | X,.D, = 0) —EW,, | X,.D, = 1)

WYL, X TR B 2117 R FHM Kl % T ATE 2 TUT, &
BImE% T TUT 2% OLS fhiitfH.

TR 22 LA R P S BEIR IV fE I A 28 5. TSR 1 T 2117 K2 FLR
BN R FH MR 2Z N T 0L U LT U211 R FE AR R 2117 K
S H WK /N T SEBR R 2117 R F AR B 2117 R HE# 7 2117k
2, H ARG /N FSEBR b T 2117 K25 XOFP %k B AE T L A A (compara-
tive advantage) B JR ], QISR BT 2117 R F W BE PR 22 KT 0 ik L2117
REEH LM 2 /DT 0, Ul g, 1 7 2117 REF#EHMILA Y& TR L
“2117 R X BT A MR ) E TS A R U BE R R M 2
fie 7143 )2 (hierarchical ability) (Willis & Rosen, 1979), TiiZr 25Uk 25 1k 45 7] —
BER R E A 22 5, 40 280025 R 1, Ul AR 7 (purposive) f11 { C J7 2
F LT 2117 K%M ANSR F 2117 K28 (1 — 285 10 40 2Rl 25 o B, T 456 9 A4
PR 282 “ A5 2 19 Ginvoluntary) » —BE R AU Y [ 2 S SO R 15 IR
L £

S AN U A R 2 T AR Y A 2 B (LR T 43 Sk AN 4 — T T A
JIT 5% K2 30 B0 A A R 22 D AR 6D A I8 50 B i 1 K22 2B 88 m 17 A4k
AN TIGEAS $ i LA T B Sy K2 o 1 4 Il s 9 — 7 T 252
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JBU i 0 DR 2 R A T RGN AS PR B2 52 O 2 T (A S AR I AR, Dl 20 4
e H T BESOA  TT A Ay DR B ) ) 4 [ 4, AR SO TE B R AR BT L B2 —
DR 27 B4 5 ek ) 4 VR 22 5 I PR DAy S AR A R 4 T 4t A B R 2 Ik ) 52 00

W, R

TEAb TH IR 2 Bt dk 14 28 1 R AMIT ST b 2 BT RE AR 2 © 2 2 I T AR Y R 2%
97 A Al T R S T bR 2 i R X O T A B B2 0 (Behrman,, et
al. , 1996; Black & Smith, 2004; Brand & Halaby, 2006; Hoekstra, 2009;
Long, 2008, 2010; Borgen, 2014), {HIE4 X EH AW 25 . 22 E W% (Li et
al. s 2012) M8 PR TR AR 04 38 A B dl o T 52l A= iR B Al i e AL 3K A7
TE A [R) R 2 H—  FEAS 0 45 i 22 [P) REAR ™ i, RIVAE 98 A I ik A7 — B2 AR 3 4R
B TAES B AT EHEE A — ez B KOy BT A AR s B B A ik
AR R 5 Ll TR Bl Y 57 3 ) B A RE 7B 5% R 2 B X I
b AT B 5 R T TG 2 A B R A B R S AN A R R e, R AR
(Loyalka et al., 2012) fdf Jl R 2% 76 1 A= 1 94 £ i dls 1 il 55 28 25 2 25 (Li et
al. s 2012) [A)FE Ry Ta) 8, 1T EL A 98 HIAE A A 1Y) 30 B2 A 385 1T A 2 52 B ke 387 1 £
HA AETE B A 3225 . B (Zhong, 201 1) AL ##HE (2013) MR T
A P 8 A Bl AR T R A R BT A BB K97 3l R A B REAS AT
N DL B2 97 sl . XA R REAS AR RN B IS Y, PR O DR A o Y [ 4 AT LA
FVE—FP AL BN (treatment effect) , B I 1 & o B K 2% ALK B & K 2% 19 97 8)
B WO 22 53 1 e Hh S AR 22 D 19 97 3 5 A 252 R 8E - Azt & 1
IYMEREAS AN AT IR B A [ (2005) 5 FH A4 2 8 B I 3 0 £ DT 45 AL REAR
A AR TN B Y L SV 32 B PR, T FLIZWE 92 B REAS AL 465 v v B DA B2 T 1Y
it o5 sh & . (X TIRERAEFE b A X5 2 A EHOE (201D i 5T 5 1 4
AHOCAIEFE AR [R] A I 7 9 A v oK 22 g 95 Bl 2 1 58

AR S R RE S A E R Ge T R 2004 4F B S AR AR PR A I8 A RS o IR
BT XA B SO X N B AR P, e Z Gt R Bl AT A AR A R i T —
SR R A ) 2 Ui B & 1. Z B 4 T ny BRI, A SO A A H
W e db T WL BB e VT L VS BT R BN AE 6 A (XL B T L B N i X
BeA (XL BT RE A8 LU 5 J 3t A 10 2 958 b 9 R0 38 = A S [ 28 5% & i
IR X A AE L O M BEARBR A2 AE 1978 AR5 32 T KB H AFI R 16~60

@O ARG IFA —F, B0, L5 (Eide et al. . 1998) % 35 [ 49 B 5% 32 1, AR} 09 0 & IR
B AR Z IS A HOE BRI R 4 (Loyalka et al. , 2012) % [ A 55 2 W1, A Bl K 2
1) J30 R X PR A R A F 9 A O o b AT ST AR B R B W R

@ 2004 4, X E (X HEETD B A GDP 4351 - db 50 37058 JT Wi IT 23942 J6 . 2B KT 13897
JC. PG 9150 JG.BEVE 7757 JG. 5 M 4215 JT.
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% It HAE 2004 4B 95 sl A ZEER 97 3h & .

ARG, ZUEHE T HORE - RKEF G L R¥EN AR, R
HE AN “2117 K52 50, 0] LUHIW 2 U535 B RS — T KB R & 2117
K, BBE TN REEARSCY 753 A, Hi 124 A (2905 16. 5%) B &
B — Bl K5 2117 K47, 5 LU RS2, 2008 4E LLJE . “2117 K 2% 1Y 40 [
SEON 112 BT AT R A AR L . AR SO 9 S 2004 45 19 8 A 808 L X 112 fi
RO — SR AZE“211 THE” . A SCBURE 20 B v T 48 192117 K27 02 2004
EZRTALE211 TR R R,

x1 HARPEANTERENX

Y 4 B R 5 TR X

Db B ki AR 55— BT R 21 U R B Y 1.8 0.
XTI MM R TSR TSR RQRZHEER TG T
Fl s it B0 AT SR PE I T T A4 (XL LA T

ZEFESTRRRG PR R QRS AR R AR I L o B I B T 2K S
i e s LR 9 e R L T A CIX LR <2117 K B 7 %

PRrAEA (X ELFR T RSB A B L 1R 5

Z: 2% [ N AN AH DG BIF 98 0 2% TR A T AR A M AR SOl 2 Lk 1, B
P SCInF .

SRR R (V) RAE TR IX L, 4F TS 2004 4E 2 4E 9 T A, BRI 55 3l
WO AL A 0 NG 2 R R Y B 2 A

A (D) 2 LS B AR A — T K AR D 2117 K AR I U
N1,

s 2h SRR AR & (XD B4 i) A8 & (Carneiro, et al. , 2010), flfF-Eoi, %3
— M. R RGE. EELTAEER (=R — 60— ZHAF AR L TIELR
MFT5 . BB, AR Z B AR, X — AR EE ) i AR A &, DA/
il e A RS R A A TR R . © B TARAT L 4 SR DU Al R Tolk (f 4
A R SR AT T A BR AR K A 7 R L BT 5 iR
55l CF 45 22 38 3 i O it AR B0l A5 B A% iy T H SRR 55 A ARl 4t & Fn
Bl A3 i AV O A Aol B b M, FHLGE R R 55 550l S BRI 55 R G Ath i
55 s BB CRLIE R T VHOR I 55 A BT i Aol B0, DA s P
Frt s tE AN, SO AR T NG R L) 5 20 245 B CR 45 8 SL A BRI S A 4, B
PREEZL, KR FR B A2 S Bt 48 Bl . 2B o5, AR B T A i BT, 43 o D
B S R5 5 1 5 S  R UNE  C VANIES I S o o AN = 8 (1 i B (8195 4

O ZEUBA M RZEEER, R IR R BRI EHAZ.
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(X HEET) O

L=}
MACRZH B R, [FERE G X rhicf i — A8 5, X SR oy T HAR
(Carneiro et al. , 2010), T.BAAFE B {45,

B AR . RSO REA T 30 B LA 31 ~40 %, 41~50 % LK 50
A UL BT AR 2H DL S WA [R) AR AR O B R A5 2R AN T SR AL 45 D T Y
5.

O R W R T NSO A R AR IR AR B AR N 5
AT s PRI R BE 28 IR 0 23 B2 M AN 1A 1) 1 S 0 b 6 . AR OG5 vh o T A B
FR WS A i R EE 8 IR O 5 A S B A 3 T ) A R, L 9 A [ s v i )
TR A R P B I S BE TR S b T BT o R R AR = A A
G o LA IH SR A7 AP TE g v BN B Y RO 22 R L ©

B EME MR IE R R AR T, ZETE T LB EE (quantity) 5 T &
(quality) Z A EALBT IS M A B — T L EE Iy mz —. o LA,
FREPF BN MSBER T iE (G ZAFNEE S5 TE)
(Bjorklund and Salvanes, 2011), A< SCHH“ bt 5 4H Ik B0 w7 3% — A8 ok (R 9 i —
S,

S U R I A A Y JBT 2 X RE A R A R BT R A AR R, I A R) 4
Hh ) IR) T U8 A 3T A o R R Y R AT R ARG A T — R 2 =
ANSEGL LR A B MR S T B B
S L AR OGRS vhw T e o AT B T R A B AT SRR R B R EHE
HEAE T MEZ B PR (Long, 2008 ;Carneiro et al. , 2010), A< 3Cfd 1)
HORTENMARG — RS INE % 1A (X BT 2117 K% 80

S D 2 R — A B R R AR R AR R AR R e (X R
AR E R . Wl 2 v fEARFAA (X BT . “2117 R MR AT in 5 5
FH AW L OIAETE 22 5 . RN G2 R AE AR [R] B 0 A A0 R AE AN ) /9 45 (X
HEETD S InE % I8 AMAT2EA 211 K%M LR R F 1 .© t 8= 5ol
EHETEIFANE (X HBETD BNERIEA 2L RFPAFEI LS., FIE
FEAE (X EHBETD R EAEI 2 52117 K2 A L2 47 e AR 5 19 AH OC

25

O FEARPAFELRHE AR A RIS A, B AN A Y 2% D7 5152 208 4F BR AL R 52 ) T BT IR0 (Y
B, R, AT A, AR SCOGTE (92 2% i 1 0 28 U [l 4f, n SR 4% i) 724 D sk 2 BOE AR PR, 4 1
e RS RN EE R, B A SCE TR TR ARNIMAET K ZHEER .

@  BRT VAR, WA FHE B E A FEN SR AR R S A, AR R IInA
I “A R Z BE AE BRI A AE B, — o R LR DA B R SCAR W AS . (E R AR G R A 1) 465 TC 1k 4 e Bk
A 5 1 R P R I A SR E A R CANAC TR, R BE AL A OC R ) L R TC 1A SR R B AL S WA I R

© B, FRER (2007 HH 5T 2006 4 H ok H JE AL TE 4 A A XL L EE D 09 3 ) S R GRS
J& B AEE A W R AR BB LA S A AN . Ho, B AR (13, 77 %0, AT R A AR (L.
89%).
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PR SCUART B VR R G & R AET b . BRI & AR SO T 2= 57 06 A X i
W (2007 Y 19782002 FF 5B I KF A= S, HitA ik E. o
FETT IR (X T AR L RHEE NBE 4 B AR L RHAEE NS00 B, 85
AR (X BT & % i 24 AN B 4 [ e 25 e N800 L6, mn & b DL s
HRAFENZA (X EEETD B RFAFNL SR A (X EHETD M R%A
SEHLAIRBOR T 1 RWZA (X ERETD MK A LS & T 4 E A KE,
ET 1 KPS REFEKCEHY N 1 RILTF 2 E K, R2¥EAE
SARBUNBUE AR K EIIZ A (X RETT) & % % AR A KB AT BE P AR,
T B M R R 2117 K AR A AT RE R AR SOl A B e R T MR B R
— RS INE % WA A (X E 5T a7 DU E B — DR B K2k A 2B R4
fEH .

%2 iR KA EBREA L, KA FRZH (“2117 K2 FAE AL FEAH (JE“2117 K %)
PIAS FREAH SCAE A R PEGE it . B AR B 2117 K2R AR I 4F T 3
B4 3128 29007 JLAN 20271 JG. B & HLJG & H 2 43% . P FREARE R L
RZHEFM L TAE L T AR B BT AT M T L AR M BT AR (X T A
5 5o A R B R T TROK T b S R T A E TR (XL R T
“2017RAABCRE R TR (X LR T K28 A SR ML 2 18 8055 A 7 L
2R,

%2 TRWOMEELET

bk conopomgn RS
ClEAL PR
B (N=753) (N=124) (N=629)
¥ trvE2E BME tedEE BE X
TR OD 21710 15388 29007 18835 20271 14194
A T3 A 9.77 0. 69 10.10 0.59 9.70 0.69
TAEZ L (45 20.51 5.73 19.93 6.28 20. 63 5.62
HHBHE=1" 0.58 0.58 0.58
REDHRE=1" 0.08 0.10 0.07
SRS HE AR R G 8.28 4.19 9.62 4.19 8.02 4.14
TAE T
Ak ATk 0.185 0.153 0.191
JIR 55 k.~ 0.179 0.185 0.178
ANFE 0.276 0.282 0.275
B#scme 0. 360 0.379 0. 356

O T EZ A B R AN BB , 25 57 0 R X IR I (2007) L 1999—2003 4F (19 B0 X 4%
hr A AR B A R A BRI R S MR AT T AT e B T R IR A G L TR A T R SRR Y
P E N R - PN i

i
AEfE
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(8:40)
bk Coikopomgn RS
5 (N=753) (N=124) Sl
A5 (N=629)
¥ A2 WME AR BME bR
AR B BT A 1
SEBULE S ZE BN 0.222 0.185 0.229
ik Hf 0. 396 0. 419 0.391
R B e Aol 0.243 0.218 0.248
HAth 0.139 0.177 0.132
TAEM T TEAS (X . H 55T
| 0.166 0. 306 0.138
175" 0.197 0.105 0.215
e 0.165 0.081 0.181
WiiL: 0.142 0.121 0.146
B 0.181 0.177 0.181
(S 0.150 0.210 0.138
S IR R 3.39 1.49 2.93 1.51 3.48 1.47
G
30 % KLAR” 0.13 0.15 0.13
31~40 % * 0.59 0.65 0.58
41~50 % 0.26 0.15 0.28
51~60 %~ 0.02 0.05 0.01
1R TP Bl B SR BE T B KT
= 0.09 0.12 0.08
— 0.67 0.67 0.68
ik 0.24 0.21 0.24
o P
[ 0.42 0.46 0.41
— 0.22 0.27 0.21
ik’ 0.36 0.27 0.38
SmEmE AR (K, HiE 582 8. 19 7.99 9.52 5.39 7. 84
A 2117 K2 W8
ZMESHEMES (K. H¥E 130 1.02 1.50 1.17 1.26 0.98

T B R AL 48 5L

T RN iAo A



%1 tHEARFHERT 133

A, RFRERIRGLETLER

(—) 5= 45 By fl it

ASCHT Logit BERUAS T 5 1) 15 %0, 4 e 78 1k D AT B 58 — BT Rt
N2 R AV B ORE A 1 3878 BT 2117 R BUE 0 )2 L i
BAR R 1R Z, 8RR 3, DLACSR 2 0 4F IR & 594> 1R RE 1 Xt A
“2NVR AT E B IR TR o AR S RE VT 507 T, DU AH RO X E A 2117 R
e PATETE SR e A CRER R T I N (19 =il SR A R L il
AS2TT7 R A B HE N g o v v Bl A R 2 2R S3 A RS
BT AR (X HL AR ) “2117 R 2 9 R0 B 2, A 3 Ry n] BE PR ik A 2117
PN

A T A i N TR AR e o B R 2 A2 L2 A T [ i L ) 5 T A 7 22 5% T
FLAEA [ A AR A g oo R ) e M A ke AR e Ak . O Tl AR R 4 2
) B4 28 5, R B oI 12 o 0 AN [ A 108 AL R AT 20 BT o (EAS SCR R A B b, dn 2R
AR 0 A e HBEAT 1S P REAS A RE AR R S i D R Al B RS A k. R 2
HHUBTERE T BB W oA TACRAE R AL i 2 B, % 3 mZ R R
B HAb 25 PEAH R RS B0 T . 5 30 % K LR BYREARAH I, 51~60 % RO REARAT
BRIPLEIEA 2117 K, X AT RE 2 O TR X SE4F KA N B2 | R 8 A
i, v [ A R B R 2, T HLOR TR 2 R R AR 211 TR A R A T E
30 % K UL 97 8 F ERZER A Regp 2117 R e i L R E 2R F
T .

R3 (AEEHE T Logit 3

fiff R A8 it EX 4 T 74 1%
AR 2 (DL 30 % KDL g X 4D
31~40 % 0.403 0.316
41~50 % —0.224 0. 389
51~60 % 2.133"" 0. 720
p/gcs 0.135 0.212
DR iR 0.534 0. 355
WEZ B EHER 0.078""" 0.027
S I R —0.202%" 0.089
1o ROl B R T R K ST (LA T 2R KT S X B
— —0.155 0.337

1% 0.143 0. 404
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(83
fift AR 7 e EX4 o 15

w5 b B DA 0T s T o X A
— & 0.135 0.256
i —0.410" 0.248
SN2 e (X H R “2117 K2 1 $ it 0.047" 0. 026
S % e AR (XTI I K22 A E DL SR8 —0.152 0. 205
il —1.962°"" 0.594

FEAR 2 703

T 0.1, p0.05. 7 p=t0. O s b E R B B A R O 5 A R O 2117
K.

FEl 145t 21172 Bl A IR 2 117K 2 Bl A A H6 2 Keernel 5341
R o 160170 4 KR035 VA keernel ERRE . R 2117 K2 Bl R 4 v
AE A5 16 15 BOB AR AR 398 73 o (B0 46 BN AT 7E 0~ 0. 5 (XTI, “2117 K2l AR 1Y
YA AT T 5 PLAA 50 i 15 200 A E 0~0. 9 B IX ]

Kernel density

P-Score
_____ 211K%” (D=1) —JE“211k%” (D=0)
B 1 AbIEZEF03E A0 3B 2H 45 [ 15 B AY Kernel 53 7

(Z) KFEREREH &AL E R

K2 28 TR T H AR B vk (LIV)O 8 889 MTE % A Al il 8 & U,
AR B CHE 56 = 0. 1) o QAT BT 7R WU p J2 A R 78 308 6 5 v R ml 0Ll i) S 5
P AT HRARE A AR B 2117 R AR . Up (E#R A0 B 42117 K22 1 AR i
s T HE A 2117 K222 ] R R A . 1l 2 KB Up 19 L7+, MTE &k
IR, SRR KT Y [ R R T S i LR A2 e T
R EE PR AR A ) A DA 5 B i K 2 R R AR AR 14 3 B el i s
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MTE

ud
2 ABRAMEE TN (MTE)

F A PR R R R T IR ) A5 R AR BN . ATE S 0. 114, R4 32
FAEBE M 5T S A PR — R, BU2117 RFE S AR BU2117 R
SETHERN 1L 4%, KMIES T R¥P AW R EAEENZT R, ATT
J90.451, TUT H—0.223, ATT>ATE>TUT, 5 MTE Ffi Uy ¥/ 15 5240
WG, RUIIEER b T 2117 R 5 B9 AR SR A5 Y 2 o i 04 [0l 4 K T Bl AIL Pk 3%k 1Y
AR FAG Y 1] 3 o B K F S PR AR B 2117 K24 B9 AR A0 1 A <2117 K 24 1T fig 3R
B, TUT R R PR R L2117 R2F AR IR ik A“2117 K
2 HURATK ¥ R, A, TV>0LS>ATE, Ui B it T 4776 A ] W0 iy S o
PE L OLS A1 TV (8 4k 35 ik P xE LA TE 6 A 3 O 2 ot i 1) [l 41

BEAb, TC e X Ak BE A A 2 E A BEAT , 5k PR 22 3800 B, AR R 211
KA EREENE T H RS I . T JC 8 % F b BE A 38 2 JE A B2 L 3 2R ik
2R IE UL AR R B A B AR AN A LR AR, Ak
EF B MmH A B TS L2117 R .

7R S5 0T P A A 3R [ K2 B0 Tl ik A A SCRik 22 5 s R o 2
(2004) K 2000 4FEHEZ K¥HEHE W ATE K 0. 4336, £ /N5 (Wang et al. ,
2009) & ¥ 1988.,1995 F1 2002 49 ATE 43 %24 0. 218.,0. 351 1 0. 975, 3K £ 54
MZETZ RS (2014) K BLAE 19922000 F1 2009 4E ) ATE 435 4 0. 220.,0. 396,
0.456, i H X =T RHEB XM ATT>ATE>TUT, FR#F5EM TES
B 2 KA WRBES MR R AT M, A SC#HE— B IEL T REHEW
J R A7 A T 2 5 Il 4
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x4 REREHER

28 fli A SR fli A
OLS 0.288 AP (“2117 K20
v 0.441 B2 (OLS-ATT) —0.163
ATT 0.451 SARMEE (ATT-ATE) 0.337
ATE 0.114 b B E“2117 K28
TUT —0.223 B2 (TUT-OLS) —0.511
i 2% (OLS-ATE) 0.174 A EE (ATE-TUT) 0.337
21, OLS it iy K A8 5y 4F TR A4 i BB it 6 02 5 B 2117 K%y i #0484 L)
KFE1TH X,
2. IV RAZ ) Al 3 o FBE 0 38 80/E S B A B 2117 R 20 T R AR, AR i B A2

EHNELHH X,

(=) Xt SR NG T ENE -

FUSTEAEREAR 57 i 1A 22 5 A1 SR 0T DK AR SR Ak 31 45 1 5 BA F 9% 485
RUAT LR, ZEEMWAF(Li et al. o 2012) 2T 2010 4F K2 4 3 A 403 L i
FH OLS Al i1 & 8L “ 2117 K 2% Be b 2B i R 3 L 3R 2117 K2k Be b 4B F 38 5
10. 7%, B E B MFEKE (2015) 3T 2013 4F K2 A 6 A 50 6 20 )2 2 ik
IR (CHLM) & BL“2117 R 2 AR A= i 3 LEAE“ 2117 KR 2 AR 5l A 7 3
8. 9% . BR T IIE ERY2E R B O X PRI 5 04 Ak 45 SRR T AR SOy A
TFEs (1. 4 %0) By JF PR 3k B IR 53 (I RE A v A 36 % 1 T i 58 AR i i [
B 2 0 2 2 BRI A T ) 2 DR 27 Tk A9 L 42 Tl i o T S SO 1 119 2 K 2 I o 1
A8 [ 4 R L4 [ 45 R ] 422 1T 4D

T3 A s XN = R ERHRCIE (2011) J5 1 5 2 SCAH [R] A B0 o A P A0 1) 4 %k oc iic
BB E2117R2% W ATE R 0. 3653 iy TASSCRYAL 45 5 . ZE & N WL L
T T AR R AT O A S I L T DA AR ST T RE A T K I Y TR

AL FEARSCAE N T X6 T BB 9% K 22 2 B0 = 0 A7 0 Bl 3 10 28 5 T 4R
EIREE M, 2005 ; X7 2 BB 44t , 20115 Zhong, 20115 Li et al. » 2012; {5 %
W ,2013 ;5 BB FIFREE &L 2015) . 1 &% € [ A9 B 78 W A 45 31 — B 4548
Bian , 45 3 78 (D. A, Black) A1 52 % 17 (J. A. Smith) & B 5t & K 2% 1 [l 2
FEAAR i 597 2h & 52 208 A BRI A 2 53 19 (Black & Smith,2004) . i %8 (N.
T. Brand) FIRGH7 L6 (N, C. Halaby) A& 3 132 TR 9 K5 HO0 55 3l 2 BL 0 B 3R
A TR 7 A B, o RN S A PO 2B At 3 ¥ I (Brand & Halaby,
2006) . TMiJE (Long,2008) I TN F8 br 1 K 2% o7 i , & LK 2% Jo o %o 41 8 2o
55 B8 0 /NI 0T A S T P e L A A 1 R 2 T o AR R B 0 Bh
(/B T B8 A S 2 Y TR T RS R . BR T AR T O R R ) e ep B R A e S
BE X 22 [ MBI 8 25 0 FE A6 22 52 B AT RE A — N SRR« HG— 5 o K2 o it 9 48
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ANFEFEBUG T RAR  BAR A JE  HhTB 2 R A AR R A OB L T
1) BF 5% A0 AR E (8 FH AS [] 4 s A kv 56 2 0 1% JT 6, X ARG 50 A7 31 245 SR ) A ik
P EE 1 a8 A 7 AR B R R E T SUAR 4 A K R A [
2. 35 BT 0 0 B0HE oA AR 22 A48 i R AR Dy A e AR AR oL AN g g
(4 4t e T T A G A BE RO L SR AR L (A G Hh A B 9E O B = R B
T, AT BE T A AR G b 2 1 38t A8 o A A T R S B TS R . H
— SRR 1 R 2 A A5 R 25 IO X 57 Bl U B s e A rp LRSS LR . R,
w55 8l T o B R s L T 55 B0 0 B S MRS L R T 44 K AR 1 57
Bl B FEA U B B 25 5 AR AR WS B AL L T L B 8 7E LA R AR X
G N
. 4 7%

HY T AEAE AN T X000 1 S5 55 4 R S 5 L L A% G 1 OLS DG e 325 Al T =L AR
VR A T AR LOE B AG T AR KON . AR SCHE T 2004 4R b B CELE PR A 5
it s DA 2007 R 2 A Sy v [ 8 JO o R 2 1) s o 8 FH 0 o 22 A N 7 1) S O A
% TR K T R R (ATE) S 11. 4% . 2 bR 52 T 5 i R %
BB (AT &G 8 T 45. 1%, DR R EPE, K%
J5T 15 %% 57 Bl 35 (0 WA AEAE TE TS R R ) 2 6 52 B b HE Al T g B R 2 i NI
T K I R R AT A A S R & B, TR ) T A B A A 2 R Ak B
U, T R 2 35 Ry 0T 4 225 38 O OE , RIS R IE T R E A H I b ik T
JET E2117 R BB, BA — U35 A9 B S T A R L &

AR REEN O AR ERHE R REN BT EROZOES. i,
2010 4AEMUAT A ¢ 58 K A 20 B0 R R R R R 40 22 (20102020 4F) M H
R EEREHE RGOS RBE WK R SO 2016 42 E
B TAESW B PRE W 1 YT ARA b e ia U1, 2 22 ) S 4 5 i
HEHNRRAERE .S SA PRI B AN IS A E AU
B RRA G W E X T Insm A Iy 5 AR B B R A Ty E A 2 T b
Kt B A B EH

T ELE B9S2 AR SCHY 20 7 2 T 6 [ 2004 4F 59 804, BE 2 IF ) 69 HE R,
PR R I 1) [ 42 P R 2 & AR AR A, 3k T B G AR I SR R EAT R 5. ]
B 3F— 25 B F 5% 108 18 3% o3 AT K 2 Tt 25 A At ok 19 JE 0% M L1z, DA R 42
T HEH FIE 23 & JR (152 1) L 35 B 4 g B8 5 3 i 3k 4 o K2 Tl it i Ak S 2 B
1B, DT R A A RLERT 1) e 55 2808 5 08 e SR 2 LR 2 1) B0 S s

@ ASCEBULL*985 A" Sy i ik K2 (0 b o L (ELRE A o B T 985 K2 AN IR AR D 3 LR AIE
At T RS B 1
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