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H EXFEAARMATERFFHIMNF R, EH TRAXERFTH ALK
B, XFEARLFTRLERERFREET,#ET OLS 44 IV it Feh 4k — 500,
EREARAT FHEREEAFAI AL R, HALRAN RAFHHAFTHLERFXT
M IR KELEIL 20 #4280 £RKE 90 FRAZERF.
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gt RIS T . 3 E 4955 3h IR A B 5 2 2@ AT B F B e Al
#. ZPFREAREIAZBRR/D, XEREH TR SHH TR KR
FEHAR, BCETTRE , B 55 3h & TR TIA B ARAIAUH , mAcell A= w] LR R
HAE NS T REseF rad M HRY, £l AT AR L B2 T, i B B At R LR BT
FEEh. BEE AR HIECE R 2l i LR R S22, B A AT
FKRN K ERBRFRAE. ERFEITR 20 ZEBHNSK. REZF IR

TR T — I ARERIZKF? X R HATHE AR TR Rz —.

AIHR THREREFHF BN ITRIKER, EFKR, BRELRHA
KR RE LR A B TR AT TR (R TR T
WA B THA LA :

- BRI RIEEE O AR . B BA R R SR R S SOR O B
ik XX FR I ER TR ER, FEE, i TARMN ARZEE AR
RAMRK, KFEHEF SEN TR IR GFEREER R RS FRAEEHN
HEFEGWE T REERRD B RERIIERNEIL. RAFHYBERK
[8 75 %5 AT AR B AP N Z B B9 53 B, B R 450K, RE K 4 FHHF 1T
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— RS FEEEA THHEE LA AKER

ST LRI KR B P 2R A R R (B, 2000 , 53X
MARBRE SBAR RN E T LR, B SR Griliches $#:H M55
BT S BRI (Griliches, 1977) , iR SA R AN TR A D B4 2 [ R 8, 2251
UETFARMAHERRBEHASNFES . BCRES TS ABEFH LEH
KAl eT, S THEGE I RE SR RS N ANTR FEA T AL RS, £
FFIRS , 5] LT Roy(1951), Willis 5 Rosen(1979) A K Willis(1986) , 4thf & 5T
ZHEREMNEE, FEERANTASN R SF S TP M. &
TS T & B B SRR R BT ER,

MER—-BHRFEERERATRETEE MAREEEREMRET
TR, HRHR TAETERE A NS RRAEERBER R (Moffitt,
1999;Krueger,1999), RERBBEREE, BERMNEFEHEUAMHIERBMEREE
ST, MERMRRNELFTNE. H8E TRAKERATRE, FE
HE LEHKRMEREN, AMUER OLS 48 Tk 82 T lw 45 1, B
FRAGGEHTETER, HEARWEER RN . WAV, EALERRER
B, s OLS ik 21545 T AT B HE F BT M E w2 CF 30K
25 HAHGIERD .

%2% Mincer(1958) ) TR TR BRIEAFART LEA KRN R B IERN
BV XA [RAMEA R 2 AR ) » FE X B ENE R A —BTE A .

InY=a+SB+Xy+U EU)=0 (L

HeInY IPMATHEERAXNEE: X IREPCABLENNE;SER
HERE, WHAMNAFTEEMRIALE, R RERHHETAKFS=015S
=1); U MFEHLIRZT,

STFRERI(D, 454 SO0 51, AR IRMHHEEF S=1, %%
BAREB)S5RFHAEMHET S=0, MR ZFTEFHEUTKEHNES)
HI57 h & P THRIRA UnY,, InYD) FRWT -

InYo=a+Xy+U
InY,=a+B+Xy+U

He.Yo 5Y 45K %E S=05 S=1 WEEETHTEEA. &F X RFA
AR EZREMBEEFNLREAK B=InY, —InY,. & BXMHABHA
EMFAYEFHEE X 6D, BATHAER T Griliches (1977) B3 TR #E
R, £ Griliches ICEF,S 5 U WX MR BHAAENEEUR S F
g RE., R W TATERMIHERBE X LT, FEMpxES,B
EFEERN, AEEHELEAKRZEEN.

EEBHERRECGIARNMEEEARNMAZRE LREAKR),FMA
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T LRRE DA A EEE R .
InY;=a+SB+X;7+U;, E(U;) =0 (3
AR, InY, A8 i D ARARIXTEE, S 5 | DM AZHE KHELL B
RRPEFEATRMEET THEAKE X RRWEE | DA AFIEHE.
3 S=0 5 S=1 M AREST LRI B S AFHER [EIE, B YL R 55
U § U M ARBEREIRRECH v 5 1 WAERIAT - 5R R -
InY, =ay+X7,+U, % S=0
InY,=o, +X7,+U; = 8=1
H+,E(U,)=0H EU,)=0,
TR AT REMSRE AR T 8E TR KRER YR RRN
InY=SIlnY, +{1—SInY;=InY,+SUnY; —InY,) (5
B @56, /] E .
InY =ay+S[ (a—e) +X(V — %) + (U —Up) J+X7,+ U,

(4)

= +SB+X7+ U, (6)
Hip B HREEEERHT (S=DHE R (causal effect) :
B=InY,—InY¢= (o —ag) +X (V1 —7) +(U; —Uy) (D

AE X B, AR E:
B =E®@ X)) =E[(a; —a)+X; ("1 —Y)+ Uy —Up) ]
= (o —a) +E[X; (71— 7o) ] (8)
B 1Y (BIFE R R S Bt X —7%0)) » X Ui U, (B AE
*Xﬁ?ﬂﬂ?ﬂﬁ@ﬁ)ﬁﬁ(@ _Uo))ﬂrj‘aB: (oy —op) +X(1 — 7))+ (U, _UO)EE\
EHER M, AEE TEHAKR B By — MR —E 41 B
A, BIESH B R T MR REMEHE LRAKE, TIXE AR
MANHEE LHRAKZMEHENR @R, HRORARG) 75
InY=0a,+S B+X7+S{X(71 —7) —E[X(% — ) 1}
+[U+S(U, —Up ] €))

— FREMSEERE A

B, AME R EEEHEF (A S=0 2| S= DM TEFAK
HUnYi—InYe) , AR (D SR AT HEFA KA 8. BEFEUDWESFE
(8, AT EBE OLS {418 M4 R X .

plim(éow):E(lnYli)—E(lnYO;)

=E(nY;|X,S=1)—EUnY;| X;,S=0)
=E(a, +7: X+ Ui | X, S =1) —ECag+ 7. Xi+ Uy | X, S =0)
=B+[E(U;|S,=1)—E(Uy|S=0)] (10)
HAp B E5X®) PE XA, EREEMSE—EHBE X 8 MERH
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BLIHRAKZHIHME,[E(UL|S=1)—EUy |S=0)]FR T OLS {4t

Bost B MIMRZE . %M FT ASM B MR 22~ (Selection Bias) 5“4 2534
N (Sorting Gain) B #02 (ZEE i, 2004) :
E(U;|S =1)—EUy;|S=0)
:[E(Ulilsi:]-)_E(Uoi |Si:1)]+[E(U0i|Si:1)
—E(Uu|S=0]
=E(U;—Uy|S=D+[E(Uy|S=1D—EU, [S=0] 1D
#EFARZE E(Uo |S=1D —E(Us | S=0) BERALFEELEZEZBENT
AP S=1 MO . ERDEREZBEEFNHATRNTESEENE
BEZMZEE (LS S=0K MERNAR T WA R Z 2 M¥E, L+
MR 2EEE Y A R ML RS N T AE AU 5 IS o 4 A el AR 9 24 AT i
AZ R AT AR 8 2 R BB EL,
M3 E(Un—Ua | S=DNRER B ERZZBEEHE -4 (i
AKZEEID R T AT B 5 A AT WL AR B 5 597 300
I B A R B R 22 5 BN 3k R A AL T 5K (10) R 2=, B

plim(Bois) —B. Atk OLS #4251 B A i E.

HHRERFHESHERE A KN T AT REER S GEEE B M TR
TR, BERES SHX.A5 U, Uk U, —U, BAEEAN T ALE 7,5
Ritg TRZEMAIT . FEER(O),.HE:

5 - _COV(Z,IHY)
p imBn) ==5U7s;

o Cov(Z,Uy) . Cov(ZyS(U;—Us))
=@ v vz,

BT 25 Uo A, BTIASE T 0. (H@EFEEL TH =004 % 0.

Cov(Z,S(U;—Uy))  Cov(Z,U; —U, [S=DPr(S=1)
COV(Z,S) - COV(Z,S)

He:Pr(S=DFKR S=1 W%, BEE=T4 0 IFEE TR FER.
U BT Uis(U, —U) 5 SHEM, HEELLE, EFEEEMERE,
(U, —Up) 5 SHEM AT REFE, MH U el A% T U, B i tehf
R 5% T A BEEIINMAITERARE BH—BHITE.

g PR, AR AR FE R, B /D 3 OLS E TR R
IV #3ELR B TR AKEN—BULTT.

= ATERSHRERTE

A, BATFEZERFHE ABERKETEFTFSFREE M PALHE
WA RN , BD KE B B TR THKR TR EHE AT HEHAK
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ERBBEMFEB AR, FRATHE R A A [R5 3 BUER AR EL 43 5
ATt

1. OLS {41t

A K% THRAKENESERNT .

InY=a+8B84+X7+U,E(U)=0 (14)

Hep:InY HEFXIBE,S AZHEFRE X AFN AR, U HEHLIR
ZW. o5 v REBEE . K¥ETRFAKEL NS AL REL.

BERESRMAL FEAFEHEKFEER. R PRSP EEH KF
HEKFEEFERESERET K.

AR [ B F B2 RE I AR B TAES T ATk P I LR BT
AT S ER , 0 FIE R TR TR B, TR AT LR R P #E
LA B B b3 i 56 0 TH oS B BT 200

2. BURRR 7k

AU BB A4 AT AT o 57 PR S AR AR e R 22 R K B B0 i
N_Ferk OLS 5 TEARE: IV MERMAIT. 4 3CB5 S, Fr ok s gk
B THEE R S A B i 2= (] B3, B8 T 7 22 3R R BR Sns J  if
TTAbEE,

MY REXRFELRTHENTREA, Y REFERELLHFTHE
MLTHIRA, AERIER D FBRE  PARBRFEWVHELER, BNA .

Y, =Y{+Di(Y!—Y) DE[0,1] (15)

HAr: Y, A% i MARLTHRICA D, HE 0GZIFT s E AR KZEL I M) B
1GRFTFhERRKFRENHD . H5E X, & RERE M B | D AFEERZ KFEH
BEAEZRERFT R IR NS i PAEZRKERTRHBORRN Y Y
—Y?, RMEEBWNU N ANWBERENRATT Y. B FEFHRASPER
FIRAR 8 AR 2 BEAL Y SE 38 PR R » T2 R ML A0 SO0 25 % , B e AL SE
TEOLRIXT LR A FTREVIU RN A9 . BN, — N R2EEL M55 sh 3, R BRI 2|
AR I REHE G TR, 1075 S B fth7E K B 2 K EBE K]
REFRTE M THRIA.

BURBN 5 AR TR F SR, B EQY° | D=D 2 Tk RlK ., =
EELFEHEEFF BB TIRED S Y —Y° HEFE T BERK
AR BIMEE . Rosenbaum 5 Rubin(1983) & H T X=x B A % n] Z &M Gig-
norability of treatment){Ri1%: 4% X=x,D 5 Y HEM, B Y° | D|X=x,

EEBRITNSL, WA (E(Y® | D=1,X=x)=E(Y°|D=0,X=x)

FIABETES P (x), HiE L RHEE X=x B S H # 5% FHE .

P! (x)=Pr(D=1|X=x) (16)

N AR #& Rosenbaum 5 Rubin(1983) M 4k, A 15 .
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Y%, YH I DIP(X)=P (%)

Hih,0<Pr[D=1|P'X)=P"(x)]<1

WER45 . ELY® | D=1,P* (X) =P (x)]=EL Y’ |D=0,P*(X) =P (x)]

HkE E(Y | D=D=E{ELY°|D=0,P'(X)=P'(x)]| D=1}

M BB R] BT X BUR 3 Y (average treatment effect) #4744 11,
BITEXLHERALPEEZAREHFTENEYBRBM ATT (average
treatment effect on the treated) ., 7EBUR ] ZBEEMRE T AXEERE].

ATT =E(Y'—Y°|D=1)

=E{E[Y'—Y°|D=1,PP(X) =P (x) ]}
=E{ELY'|D=1,P"(X)=P' (2 ]} —E{ELY’| D=0,P' (X)
=P'(x)]|D=1} aan

BRI 7 2 W BRI 26 TR, 7] I Becker 5 Ichino(2002) M43 4t 72 . B
%6 H probit 5 logit ARG A ¥4, i T F| A matching 78 & E
BRREHE NG hEILER— A XM R EZKRFEHENTHE, AT
PARER it &, AR ZMWICE %% Nearest Neighbor Matching,
Radius Matching, Kernel Matching 5 Stratification Matching P4#f, 2
FA 1R AY=Z: Nearest Neighbor Matching F I,

RY! 5 Y ailFRm kK575 F S3E 280 8955 3 3 f X AL
THRIBA. BCORTFCEZREHBTNME i EHMHKES (REZK¥
HERMGTNENES) PS5 ILERA A, T .

C()=min; || PPG)—P' () || (18)
MEEZKFHBFHNAN LENRESZINRAREZREHT DA
BB N, I8 R
1I/NE & ieC)
Wijz 19
0 i 19

FE XA TS 8 M ME 808 N, W e .
ATT = %Z[Y} — Y w9 = %[ZY} — 3 3 wyYe]

JECH) i JIECW

:%ZY}—T\%ZWJY? (20

€Tt
ATUSRFYBORA M. FXPHNMEIBTESNME MERWES, T w,
=2 w;. B, FEER T Nearest Neighbor Matching 5K ATT B91h
THES FEMTT. 2T H AL Fo )7 2 8 F B BOR A B B AT 2 L AH 56 S0k
(Becker 5 Ichino,2002),

e B IR R SEUE S AT

AXBFE PR P ERRES KEEERE(CHFL) HiE2E d XE
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TMERFE AEDHER . PEARKFESEBLFF R RFILRHITH
“hERRSFREAGRAE I RIEC. RAE KRR 1999 4 8
AZE 2000 4 8 A, % g R EJR 40 H % 19 M8 rdt 3 821 fi 20 %
F 64 F PR K b3 KA 0 R ER VR B R R R AR S R
TR X I 6 DERAT s WA AN OFFE BR S B ERES% 18 180, A
BH I T NABEREHFTHRAE, AL EERBRESHERR IR
FK A FARR K BIE .

STREASIRE TR AT, T AR EZ REHET NG ERNFHIES
476.92 o/ B R K FHENFTEM TR A 1151. 4355/ H . HEHE
A0 FERR E B ESEE  THR A K BAR X 0, R 37 3 & IR AR E
KEFEEANMFEHER 2. 4 5. BEURARBASHBIAREHREHETNLE
FkHRES] 140%, 3 FRET 7. FE L, HONHPEE T FRILFH
BXBIBNERITRN IRER, BH TRIARFHRWEMES , #
MBI THEER ., WIERRETE  EEEHR T AEBIERSE.

FI X B4 , ST RT A ISR ST FE R A B E R mE R, 5 E
FHNEEXT TREANZM, HRFRAEGEH OLS ik, HEtnT .

In(wage)= —2 64+O 97Smnege—i—0 39Age—0 056Age2— 0. 32 Kid06

0. 52D, 0. 69D, +0. 61, —0. 3D, — 1. 48Female

(2.81) (3.74) (3.03) (—1.57) (—14.59)

+-0. 70Hukou+1 35Prof—i—1 90Mng—i—2 41Adm

(5. 24)

R?=0. 267 Ad]usted RZ—O 263 F= 70 56 2L
*x1 FHERZTAEHHENMELEIES GiT:
probit 558

WM H 2 ¥ FrifEE
HEE —0. 7733 0. 2958
F s —0.0215 0. 0032
6% LUFFEE —0.1904 0.1176
ERIH X —0.1281 0.1294
EREX 0.1357 0.1288
oA Bt . X 0.1811 0.1858
EAL X 0. 2468 0.1357
FALHX 0.1739 0. 1471
e —0. 2042 0. 0679
A0 0. 2717 0.0966
HiR4arF 0. 7185 0.1112
2321 0. 9647 0. 1261
sy 0. 2735 0. 2022
bidi:t 1. 2548 0. 2306

i R FH 0. 3553

STEUSR E —910. 64
HAEE 3130

Hr, wage HIFEIEHIA TEUA 5 S MR BEZ I RFHE (1 HE
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HERFHET 0O NREZREHE); Age HERE;Kido6 AKEF 6 S LT
FLH;D: B D, s3I X R X AL X 5 AR X (LA H At
X AFEAE) s Female 57308 MR (el 1 Hukou A5 s E R T RA
4 O (A B # 24 1;Prof \Mng 5 Adm ¥ 58RI A&, 4 FIREZR
AR EHID Z2HE (&G KOURESEASTHEHTE .

M OLS 5 RAT I, REHEM T ANRANEINEMYEEN. BEZK
EHEHNFE, ATRERAG LREZ KREHENFTHER 97%. REEF
FEE 5, M5 A X SO RS TRRARAE BE W,

SR, IEQNRTE 2007, B T R Bt SR A S Bt R 22 R B A e, 8 F 3
OLS fit BrA it SdE—Btk, EMRKATFTE R B RPN 7 51T
it. BHHERFIA probit FEEREMIN S, FIEERIE 1,

WEILEREER, T EZRFHEFNFIE, BT EFUTXEERER.
R FEHEL RALFEIBX ERERE FOREBPA O EES
WNESSEFERBIRNT V. R, BRENEERLESBMES L
FREHBWIS KRB . RIE L RERFTE KR T55, B AT LAY E

AR AT UL BC 15 B - BUR RN, 5 R W3 2,
2 AY¥HENHTEHBERE
Z K ATT Pz t K56 (H

RBP4 R 0.778 0. 266 2.927

Fx2EREHEXER T REN SEAEREREX AN FERE , KEH
B LRF KRR BORR B A TTHESN 77. 8%, BRI FIAT @5 K
ARHE HAELERHF BN, M ARHLHEE N REHEFNET
BT KR,

ZBERMN N EEZRFBEE BRSO (AT, BRBLL A K25
T sh & RFEHE R THRAK, MR E AEZRKREHEFTRNTY
THEFAKEP ATE) , ERRKEZ KFHE 5 shE B KEHE R T RER
B TR FAKATNTD,

OLS F 5 FHBURBN ik 8 B M T S R A KR, WEE P
HfEE R SESER R THE , ETEFAKREALE TR, HEMMARARY
BEEYHEREN, HEHEHAEE RN ABRANREERR X ER.
TR BuZREREN N ARANERGAETEE. AT H
HEAZ T HEFBAMNREE LT HESHMS5ahENRAZEE (2.4
5, AT LA X 0 B KA 77. 8%k B HENKFEHET TR FKE,H
TR0k B HANFR A, WA ABES R R BRI X 5.

HE

A3 ORI R AT R ERFE T B A TR IR R R, HE5
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P B T 5 S R R P R 22 LA, 8 WA SO SO R — B
PHE. HABEF OLS Bgk B T MAMIR 19510 THAK R R R E K ot
Bttt

BRSTERER, KR TRIAN 77. 8% , L5 R0 T 5 20t 2
Hoft— S SORB T HE. WESE ZESOHY (1990 5 1988 AR EARIAR K3
B 4. 48%, TG B (2000) BIBFFEH, 1991 485 2000 4 MK ACRH
B WA N 3. 00% 15 8. 84% ., EBIRAANTFA LTI MK
SLHE THIKE, XUMUERBELT T 20 SENERKESR , 7 EH
T THFKE BRI 20 12 80 4105 90 EREH BERT. ZGE
BT AR EHE A AR AR I e , AT 37 R A
KA B R

pat

OB F IR IANC A counterfactual , IR 3K Bi% 4“5 SKFRAE R MR BL”

@Z BUE O B2 50 BF A W by 3k B, H % 8 http. //www. sre. uchicago. edu/pre/

chfls. php,
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Model, this paper probes into the higher education chasing and unemploy-
ment problem. The result indicates that information asymmetry is the impor-
tant reason for this problem. By decreasing educational cost of high aptitude
people, enhancing the competition of job market and educatioz;al market and
integrating school education with practice, this problem could be mitigated
and the loss of educational resource and social utilities could be reduced as
well.
Key words: Hiéher education chasing; unemployment; equilibrium of
game
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Micro-econometric Ananlysis of Return to Education

REN Zhao-zhang, FAN Min

(School of Economics and Commerce , South China
University of Technology,Guangzhou 510640, China)

Abstract: The paper uses micro-econometric methods to estimate the in-
dividual return of higher education in China. In the research, we prove the in-
consistency of standard OLS and conditional IV estimator with existence of
selection bias and heterogeneity and hence we apply ATE (average treatment
effect) method to correct for sample selection bias and heterogeneity. The re-
search result suggests that the return of higher education in China’s labor
markets is prominently greater than that in 1980’s and 1990’s.

Key words: return of education; micro-econometric model; sample selec-

tion bias;heterogeneity
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