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T H AR B ST P, LR R R 5 AR AR F kR, 2 A ETE AR I
(Kolodinsky F1 Shirey, 2000) . 3Z &4 30 ik, 3 E “ 2G4 MG A R ; [Faf, fF B AR
W& B AR, 5 3 N TF TR A i 0o DR, 3R R 1 S A b R . AR R A R
fERE A £ L 5 R E 25, Ogawa Ml Ermisch(1996) | Sasaki(2002) F1 Oishi LA & Oshio(2004) fff
95 1% H ARG B, 1 FE AR T8 (R XGE, 20085 38 7T 4, 2012) ] g /b

Bl B RN BOR IR, A B 2R ELET . 918 T8t i3 2 S0 & iz m)
2% A, AR SRS TAESRAT WA, {EL[R] )t 2 384 on HEJB -2 9 i 7, T o PR AR A R 4H 32 22
B BRJBE 57 4, 33X 2 BHLAG i A 95 8l it 3. R N5 Lo SLm) Ja A3 i) 23 4340 2 0 ot B st
WIAFEF LB Ry, G MLy i A 55 3T 3. (B L) JE A 00 AT RE 45 AUy A= 16 7 SR AN A, [AT T
REFEEELEEE NI EAE T L L0, AR RSN, &Ry —J7 1, 7l fg
FEAE— B[] () R AT IR R 3R, A0 5 BE 1) SCAR A, 52 ) J A3 A 1) 328 43 R 8 0 4 1k 1 57 sh (L 46
o5 — 7, CUS L MR A AR 25 e R AR AR S B, O WS 2o MR R TR S Al I IR I &)y 4R
T2 BB RIS, T A A fig 5 5 8 NG
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Probit [ 1 7 4E LAAG A5 £ 19 35 22 180 1) DO A P RO R, AR St PR R ok i e 2 8 [ 01 7 7 2
T B BE RSN v P A AR R R ORI Y () R, AR SCHE— 2B AR T R AR O S Lot 5 it
5 11 52 W) R BE B Al A T B AN W B 1 R B, RIS R B NG DB ER TR ED
W55 8 2 5%, 50 BAUH | MR F o e ifatm s, 2wl &5, %R
BN TAER C U 2ok A FRIEFER 45 3R, A SO Tobir A 75 15, K5 R 2 NG AEda]
DL E PR TR E O Lo M) 57 shif B AR SCNLEBE S MR L, FE T E WX TR e
Xif BB Lo M 97 Sh LA 5 e A AT, BT R 2 22 10 B4 P A P e R, A O ik T etk . AR
BT 5 A M A AR R R 57 Sl AR 25 A DG BOR 1 i Ak it T 2%

= XHERERIR

KRFOCW LTS 50O A MR CET ZEIMFHESHEE, 030K HWIA (Mincer,
1962; 1k 56 [ FIEL 5, 2005) . 207k H B 1975 75 T % K F- (Joshi %5, 1985; Smith F1 Ward, 1985; L
4F,2017) Fldt 25 1 25 85 % (Michael, 1985; FR4E14F, 2004) %5, DL} 22 %t (Rosenzweig 1 Wolpin,
1980; Angrist Fl Evans, 1998; Jacobsen %5, 1999; 5K JI1 JI], 2011) 45 52 B2 IN B I %, X SE 158 R 341
TRRCIE RS S SUCRIR L T EEMN S, RN, [R5 N R AR Ak S IR s
FBE (A5 N J0 Ik A8 1 DR T gk s 14 o BRIk, B2 JLAF- TG 726 3 3 o5 728 3 2 52 i) ) 38 O 4
THE s e 55 h it 4 .
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[ Ah2EH WILE R AT T R A B 05 2o 57 sh ik 45 i 52 o AH SC W9 22 4R
TR H AR R, IS R AR AT L R T H AT IS L PR 55 s 44 (Ogawa Al
Ermisch, 1996; Sasaki, 2002; Oishi Fll Oshio, 2004) ., [& P44 A 78 W He 4 58 =, 1 HLAE T 5 v b
A T UG Z AL o R (2008) TEWF 5T 41 LA B As X R 065 o vk 57 2 AL 45 i 52 e i, 2
TR R, B ACH S T iR AR = Fh 60 7 — 4k X sl 83T ] — A~ B RN ]
BB W ] 1989—2004 4F- [ fift B 5 78 77 8 A (CHNS) £0dis, & BUACHBES 4 Ji A M dar, 2
S 57 85 530 . (A5 200 T R AR S O 05 Lotk 55 sh k45 22 18] n] BE A7 AE 1 N
A PR, A S B B VR M I, B BT 5% 45 SR T BB A7 76 i o TR PT 46 (2012) 8 13X
— PN AR TR] T, 5 Sasaki(2002) LA K Oishi F1 Oshio(2004) 254, LLJ2 754 76 i bl 2f Fl T L AE R
T HEATAE Sy TR AR R B B /D T IRIE AT T A B TR 2002 48 E AR R K
52 ] PR 25 9 A (CLHLS) 204 5 b [ 5 5 3l A8 4+ 25 7 A (PSFD) £l A7 L e, B 5% b & A
ST E LS5 5h 2 5 R B ERE T 24.3%—40.4%, 1 7% &3 2 P12 75 50 TAE 34> bl i
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= EBisER
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1) S 3 B KAk (Becker, 1990) o AR 1B A O IR K-, 38 560 T & BRUH K, 3067
1 (R 43T A JEE 43501 (Blanchard 1 Fischer, 1993) . 5 M35 4 (2016) 250, Fo AT T4k 37 ¥R 16
AR A A B8 L L e e S HE S T 14 4 B, A R B e s ] S iy S o v 1) 95 st 4
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Z A B u(C, DR VK, R JE T 1, H—Br S ECKT 0, B FHUNT 0, X — BB 455 2%
X SRAT B S .

R ACTE AR B 00 25008 J2 P A LY AR, — AR 1R T SR I TR 205, — A2 )i 1 4R
LY, PP oy B FR7R F AT 9% B LA AT Lo 2 A% 0 SR BE Y R SR AR T P XCHP XK
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L=u(C,0)+6v(K, hy +h (he ju)) + 4, W(H - 1= h )+ A= P, xC—P,xK)+ ,(H-1-h,)  (4)
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O O DV s e L UK D25 5B K 0 BT O, B0 R A

ﬁﬁﬂ&ﬁ@]@%ﬁﬂ’](ﬁ%i‘ﬁ, B C">C”, K'">K”, B W5 M B R PR B R34 im, B 27> [a] Bsf, B Jad
T B R B bR sl 75 42 5, B IS Lot BRI 4 4F & A B[R] ys 20, Bk <h)yo ZEHTROFRES
T, 2% 21 bR R AR A BT REA, BRI 4 4F 7 L 52 31 B8 JI %) e B (R0 34, BR k" =h) +hy, Cheju=1)>
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MR LR AT, Rld K H g4 L il s i 2, e S B R R bk =

(P.XC + P, x K = A)Al AL, © IS Lo PR T AR LR G0, B AR XU A5 50 8 N B A2
B 557 4.

R

A SR SR 11 TG R 2 R A v [ R BE G Rl A S AE SR b i b [ S E 4 kR A
(China Household Finance Survey, CHFS) ¥4 4, X B X} AR A 2011 451 2013 4R A8 A 45 5% .
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2011 4E /) CHFS B4, HEAR M fE 4 [E 25 N8 HEE T . HIR X, 80 4~ 5,, 320 AT (B &4, A
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TEE B RS, SZ R A 1723 132 20—49 ¥ IS LRI EEARE A .
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THGF I RN AR, AR R E SN TAE” ZC St A CEUE R, C St P B ARk
PR A B I T 2 K T 55 B RE ), BUE R SN AR AT 4R B TAE S DL, SO AE AR SCRY AT S
Bl o AR SO AN AR B SO, F e $E o R E F I sCE RA AR E S I TAE,

ARSI SR 58 X0 2 2 3R [ 20—49 & E S Lot X BRI I BRI 2 E LT R A —
SR AL TR S 30 3 DAH DGR A, £ M 1 3 S5 IS AT IR 2 20 JA %, L EAR % T BRI R 20 %5
TR AR SCHIEIE 4l A L B X S L PR 5 S AR AR 1R e, BRI R B R L M R AR T 3 R
X B W M AR BRAE S 15—49 %, R R AR IS _EBRBEE J 49 &,

AR SO B A2 (1) 8 SR/ S DU BN 12 J & 1 F 4 Aschiid 2 A~ 12 Z DR
WIREARAE B D % B B ANAF T Lo B0 AT RE XS B IS Lo VAT R DR SR 77 AR S I, AR SO 4l AR
T4 A 1A 2 M F LB IS eI T T EEARBESE

Forfr g N p @ BB Y e T R AL PR A R, AR T B L £ BB, DA AT RE 23 X AR
SCHIRFESE SR 7 FEAR KBS0 o 350D A 2, FR AT T AS BRAR g 1t W8 52 30 5 o 2 N B4 £ BREAR 100 3k —
fobr. A, AR 57L& A0 ENEER AN 62.47 %, RIRIE A4 B B, M H AR
B RATAMBME, SXMERBRENGE, B AT A4 R AR IR, g iR,

TV TARSC A 5 LRI G455 . HEA P B L LR KL S T 4R
FRAHCT %8, BT /D B0 T AE B WO, FRATT T SE R g S Brue Ain b 1 96 5 BUA SR %
Ok Z0m A TK T R T o JE AR S O L 55 3 S 5 Z R N A R TR R, AR SCEE R T
SR 32 BE KT AL G IR R S T B AR G, U R A 32 B0E /KT AT s e AU 2, %o J A3 A
KB A, R — AT i T RAR R, AP RS A AR S 5 ikt
[ Jag A, BRI Ik SU SR 19 S o AH R BOVE Sl — AN A A AR d 2 s i S AR B U ) e B LR AL RE e 5
WEA~F 2 A1) Ettner(1996) Fil Sasaki(2002) AR {5 F T 50 o5 4H 4k BV b s A A 0 T AR &,
FEWIE S & — A LB i) T AR i

x1 TEENSHAERESIT

AR SRR TS AR HEE L ¥fH PR
SRR el work TAE=1, R TAE=0 0.75 0.43
TAERTE] hour BEJE T AR/ 48.69 15.04
JE AR heju GE=1, M EHE=0 0.22 0.41
TR kid12 12 B LR A4 0.54 0.60
AR age AR 37.62 6.91
fifp R A i ws rural AAT=1, WitH=0 0.14 0.35
ST highschool j% rh=1, Hifth=0 0.24 0.43
college B =1, Hoftb=0 0.30 0.46
SRIATK Inhincome In(LRSEFRILA+T) 7.38 435
S ST SR AR hsib R TW i1 175004 2.49 1.86
SLRZHEKF heollege stRE L =1, HAb=0 0.33 0.47

2 TERREARNARTHAT, QL9532 5 R ME E R R T4
o WA AT LLE UL A ) 2 AR I BLG . (1D BEAE & 4F 1 2 80 i 3, e 0§ ki 55 3 2
FEREL A 2 ET L E IS L9 S 2 5 R I 47.42%. ()X B Gh4F T Lomf 2 4
WAFE T L FEEN S, 2R S K P EAGEX TS 95 30 2 5 LT B4 R0 i A
LA T LR BRI, S0 LU S, CAS L PE iy 97 31 2 5 3 72.68% TH 3 81.07% X it
F Jo AR 20T 5 M 57 Sl I 45 (9 52 0 ] R DR 40y 4 B AN [a) T 77 A8 S
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®2 HATHSEEMEERHERES T

LA BAFET L I A HIFEF & 2T
TS HE 74.93% 77.89% 75.00% 47.42%
FHISHRERAEE) 74.19% 77.57% 72.68% 47.69%
HNSHERGHE) 77.63% 79.70% 81.07% 46.87%
HEE 21.53% 15.08% 27.69% 32.99%
. EWHH

(— )L Gl
1. BEAR R B E
AL S 2 M 5 1A 55 3 00 3 AR B H 97 s R4, B0 A R i, 455 L AR A
FOFIGAE T Lot . FRATT e TR PR A e R AL IEARE AR RS 1) AT AT THE, BOE T
work, = a, + a,he ju, + a,kid12,+ X B+ &, (6)
o, il A8 | X FEAE SRR age, W8 % rural, 23 E /K highschool, Fl college, V)
TSR B A K Inkincome,,
% BB P R AT O oM TAE work, & — N BRI B, AT EE T 40F 19 Probit 1]
ABEAY CIOAEABEARY 2), TR 1815 A9 Ty 2k >F T 4 bl 220 o 3¢ 41T g 1] R
Pr(work, = 1lhe ju,,kid12,,X.) = ® (@, + a,he ju, + a,kid12, + X,8) (7)
IR VEGE T o T R W, JE AR O O 05 Lo vk 55 sh I 25 09 52 e T BB 7E 44 1 8e R
Fatk o FATHE— L AERAY 2 tho A T R AR R RN A 2o 85 he 1 28 SCI0, s AL O ARASE A 3) %
FEUT:

Pr(work; = 1|he ju;,kid12,,X;) = O(a, + a,he ju, + a,kid12, + ashe ju, X onekid; + a,he ju, X twokids; + X,5)
(8)

Horr, onekid FRan OIS L 2 HA 1 DYAET 2L, onekid=1 R A HAUA 1 D412, 70
onekid=0, ZEPIHL, twokids FmE L ERGH 2 M 4IFET &

LI T R 3 AMEAIBE T Y I Z5 R B 1 RS AL 2 A m] I S5 SR AR R, AL 2 v
BB BN FRNORE, SR P ENGETT DR EIRE O S 7.5% 055812 5%, 5 3
I ST W R EEAE ST BRAL, heju LA T hejuxtwokids /) Z2EVERAS i & o X UL A XA 4h4F
T A 2 DR F LM FEN T, BB A X OIS oM 55 sh 25 77 A i 2 52 5 i X
THBAH L MAEF LISk, 5SADFETFLWIEAE, 5K b NG00 LR %2
7 8.1% M55 3 2 5% X SATEFEAR RIS TP W 2 B 5 — 2

®3 BEEAXMESELUFZTHSSHNZME

R 2 R 3
T 1 —~ -
EYie SHBRELN EX e SHBRELN
heju 0.074™" 0.262"" 0.075™" 0.130 0.038
(0.024) (0.086) (0.023) (0.136) (0.039)
kid12 -0.081"" -0.254"" -0.077" -0.249™ -0.075""
(0.021) (0.066) (0.020) (0.072) (0.022)
hejuxonekid - - - 0.294" 0.081
- - - (0.176) (0.044)
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ZFR3 EERANEBELMFTHNESHEMN

A 2 BiAY 3
Bl | - -
B34 BRI B34 BRI

hejuxtwokids - - - —0.209 —0.068
- - - (0.288) (0.099)

age 0.004" 0.013" 0.004" 0.014” 0.004"
(0.002) (0.006) (0.002) (0.006) (0.002)

rural 0.022 0.050 0.015 0.052 0.016
(0.032) (0.099) (0.029) (0.099) (0.029)
highschool 0.116™" 0.340™" 0.096"" 0336 0.094™"
(0.027) (0.084) (0.022) (0.084) (0.022)
college 0.272"" 0.988"" 0.252"" 0.978" 0.250™"
(0.022) (0.093) (0.019) (0.093) (0.019)

Inhincome 0.006" 0.017" 0.005" 0.017" 0.005
(0.003) (0.009) (0.003) (0.009) (0.003)

T 3 S R bR, R A BIFORTE 1%.5% Fl 10% KT R,

2. ¥ R O vk

P RERRER S OS5 312 5 Z 0 T BEAEAE AR I, B 1 IR 3 [ £ 1145 L #0
ST IR, 43 BT 235 SR AS BE TR S b B Oy SR AR R IS Lo M55 s 2 5 Z Al B R 0N ( Causal
Effect) o FATTRE XIS 2 v 8y A AR 1 1] R AT R R AL B

XA AR 2 35 b (L R ARE AR %) P A e ) A, 8 4 o eR R 7 1k (Control Function
Method) AT A0 B, Fovi 5% UL Al J& T B AR & Probit(1V-Probit) [F)H . BAAKBE, B2 — 4 T4
LSS TAE work, 33X — 1] LI AR 1 (1) 7 48 1 (Latent Variable) work,, J-H8 dt — /28 ML,

work, = o, + a he ju, + a,kid12, + X, +u, (9)
Horp, OB AR 1 heju, N AR, W28 5 work, FITE 2L 5t work, Z BIAFTEAN T G AR
work, = l{work' > 0} (10)
BEXT N A AL B heju, B DR TETE 2, FRATTAH AT A9 LR PR
heju,=Zy+v, (11)

Hop, T RAR S 7, 445 20 (9) i Bir A7 b A 22 2t DL RS SR A9 S 2 IR K hsib, M1 32 207 K
heollege,, 13 (9) (1D AP B I (e, v,) IR I B Sy 0 14 — 4 T 250 A, 20 10152 W) 2 8% 2
P55 325 B AN AT LB AL Bt 5 52 ) J (A6 530 495 ) A T L A8 22 ) )R DAV, b IR i e PN 2
PERNE . BARRUE, TR w, BOARHEZ BAL N 1, 0, RIR v, BIFRUEZE, p SRR Z 8] A AH G 2

B WA
u; o\ [l po.
(Vi) - N{(O)’[pm o’ ]} (12)
TESEAT Lk T HAS & Probit [F1JH 2 /i, W 00K 56 T ELAR wr A &b . FRATT By e b Arad iR
KL, 25 i A T H AR e A AN, BV 53 sh WU A5G . Sargan K581 P AE R 0.5285, F&Al]
Al A2 A T B AR e AR A A I SRR 8 o FRATT R — 25 25 4 T H AR & 5 N AR AR i 1 A ek, K 56
AODFTHEEMNRFEESE T oORBE AN T EETENREA N0, FEREM PERN
0.0384, TATHT LATE 5% B /K 4B 46 s B 15, WA ok T B & 5 9 AR AR i A5G 1Y o
e 63 o
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RAGM T TR Probit MIAZR, £ R4 BERAMEBXUFZTHSSHRME:

TR 3 PR 2 (2% B DL, R A TRER Probit {11

T T B AR B Probit [B1VA Y 5 ik E— K AA | REbREE | PR | Badibies
B AR TR IS M A R how | 1827 | et | 05567 | oo
W, R NI7E S 4 POCHR T 404F T Aofcik gy k20 | - - oS o2
HO A A2 AR R GRS R T o N B
CF LT B R FRA. S 3 opgo R R e
SURERRAMR EZMIER T SETEAE | oo | ome | 0w | oo

EHR 2 B E RTINS s, X —# wa ~0.016 0.094 ~0.005 0.028
TR 1A 2 D AEF LR BEET S Ko highschool | 0232 0.127 0.070° 0.036
LO)MR D) TR BT (u,y v) A BB college | 07947 0.244 0.238"" 0.064
p BRI TGS R TS 3, ETHE AN T YA PE(R R Inhincome | 0027|0008 | 0.008 | 0.003
REWOL. # 4 DA HEA I p ot R | O i

1. 1+p Insigma -0.917" 0.017 - -
ST p BSOS IEVIE, Blathrho = 7Ing T, AR 1%.5% A1 10% KT

P THEE R . B AT RN B3, ULIIAE T AR 5 Probir M)A RIS R, FATHA BLH AN
JEAE AR A X — B R N A

3. P R BT A 2

2 i SRR ¥ ) — A AR R BRAE T, 8 R N A M R A8 e AR % 2 1Y, T AN BB B LAY
W R 1, s A AR 2L B AR dr . DL R T AR B Probic PN B ], FR AR %
LD A BBV v, IR IER 531, X — (R HATE heju, W I IE 5310 B A 25 PR . SR
1T, FRATT 3K B 9 AR AR T heju, AN SE ALY, 2 0—1 B R LR i PRt (i ] T B AR
Probit A1 I5 3 b BRAS SC 1Y 5] 5 SRS 5 2

EIERN I — A RIRTE T, B 2R — B B 8 (AR S X (11) ) 209k TE B L 1 40 M 25
o SRR IRATE S — B BRI % i, ASBE HJ& 25 0 0 i T HLAR i T 06 250 2 4 3 Y 1 Aff
T HAS g, A5 W Fe 245 B 1 25 Rk 2 AR — 30y, SR, X ZE FRATT Y SEUE 53 A i JL-F- A vl g 5 81,
LA B A A5 RAEAE A — 3, X2 Pk, (B AN 26 — B Besd 28U i) ke 22 30 v, il J2 45 1 pR A8 1R 1Y
i EER (BRI (12)), AR T B ARG Z, BB e #R 2 b8 vy, DATTT I8 1 428 i bR K57 v 45 SR — B0k
P S SR

()RR IR A e 72 B [l U AR Y

1 BB R AL T

Lewbel(2012) . Lewbel 45 (2012) LA J Dong H1 Lewbel(2015)#2 H T 4550 fifg B8 & 7] )9 ) 522
(Special Regressor Method) . "R W fiff o 748 it [m] A 5 325 AT DA g e — B 0 PR A 180 vl phy 2 A0 s B2 TR
B OO, T L TG 5 5 42 1l R R T 1 ISR A o A 194 55— o B A R I o) R 2 A ¢ A R
PRI AT DASR AN ] eR O VR ) LR AN o — AR AL AT

D=1{V+XB+e>0} (13)
Horp, iR As i D & —4> 0—1 BB AR &, VR0 X RS2 i B AL i, S T R DL, B 7V B R BObR
HEAE N 1o Rk RS &7 R X B0y v, B S 2 DL 2 MRt (D V244, 53shm
e ST, B e L V|Z, Z KRR vV DIAMUFE X (13) hAb A AR i dE N T A T HAR &5 (2) MZ 2 3%
221, HA — MR R0 A Gsupport) , H H B2 I FAG A ] WL 5608 A8 5 w7 (CF S B E
SCO) B oA PRER . X A ) i B AR i, e AT AT DA AN AE ), o mT DL N AR 5 AT DL G S AR
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i, WA DUR B ORI AR AT B A R A A R Tl A U A T O v

AT WA & w R R C13) H B v LA Ah BT A T WL 5 R R X000 A g X i g
A D I, B W =X"B+e, WM (13) AT LLB ek 5 4 D=1{V+w >0}, 1% 51453
ED|V=w)=Pr(D=1|V=w)=Pr(W > -w") = 1-F,. (-w"), W& WY 53 & ot 7T DL gl iR
A, Fy. W) =1-ED|V = -w), TATWILLFE t, 2 LS AUREE V &S, BA —MRRH
PSR, IR R AR WS A R, TRV REBUS WRY T A AT RE (. A WY 4 A R R
SRR LA W TE AR AR E(W7) o 2 M, FRATTIA T ARSI W 25 A 53 A F oy, (W' 12) N5 A0
BEW|Z).

D-1{V>0}

Lewbel(zolz)iEEDEJTE( ) |Z)=E(W*|Z)=E(X’ﬁ+sIZ),ﬁﬁlﬂ%ﬁﬂiﬁ’i%/}’z\i iy
bR AL 3], £, (V| Z) s VI 25 10 2 2 pR 8. FR G, FR AT AT LABE FH R By B B /s — e 145 3|

D-1{V >0} p N
P )ammﬂ:ao

B= [E (XZ’)E(ZZ’)‘E(ZX’)]]E(XZ’)E(ZZ')‘E(Z

2P HFRR TR

YER— AR L PRI RY, 3% B R AL B ITIAT S BRI 28 5 2 7 3L, FRATT OG0 i 2 il PRy,
Lewbel 45 (2012) % X T 3448 7~ 77 #2 (Average Index Function, AIF) % Z 103X BL G BRAN . BT
BE W, TATE R (13) FHE N D=1{XB+e>0}, 1% B 1 B8 i X B FR R i B i v 1
N Y BT i B e SEIFE 7R T FREE XN ATF=E(D\X'B) . 55 21 i ) 28 A5 0 44 it B A8 e ) 301
B 54 7 B5E 8 FH £ 46 18] 75 53 ( Propensity Score, PS) E(D|X) F15F- 11 45 ¥) J5 #2 (Average Structural
Function, ASF)F_(X'B)FI L, SF-2IF8 78 T7 B AIF M43 225 LR A4 W i, BRI B TE 4
FE A R AR B X R MR G BL R, AR E AL BT (B D=1) i 25 R HER

Lewbel %5 (2012) Z fif LAE ] A1F, BT LI 2 AR A (1) 448580 b e £ fife e A8 o
HRAMA:, BV e LX I, PS.ASF F1 AIF = 2 [F W, BIE E(DIX)=F_(X'B)=E(DIX'B). Ui, AIF 5
Wi 1) 7593 PS A3 AH R 28 55 24 e 20 8 R B8 i XA OO0 T, AR e AL BRI 25 R . (2) 17
MR N E R AR B, PS R ASF Al THE AR B 240, T ALF 4G THRT AR 2 Beid, FATH
T AT —A D TE X' L —4emi Ak 2 4k 9 HE S B0 TR AT, 25 B AR R R Ak T Ak T 0 2
BE,

X i AR B XN RE AT A Ab P M 3 0 i R R E, FRATT L X B 25 44 T i ATF SCF T
EER Y =y X*—Mﬂﬁ@%&% =m(X'B)BRNTT, V-4 341 BRAL N 7] LA R IR N E (m(X'B)) Bo
ST PR SO H 1 T7 0 A 1, (0 (R o B2 T B 0, Lewbel 45(2012), X Fo it
SRR AR = - B, WS TR BRI A .

3 AhiTH4s

XT3 (13) 0 BE B 5 it D R A A2 7 20 A work, BEFRAR R 5 ik 7 RIS
S A KT Inhincome, T AN SR BIA K BEAE 10, 03 1 MO T, X AL PIE
b heju 16 N A AR RS e, T AR i Z G461 80 vp i) 0 A= i e A8 1t LA K hsib 11 heolleges,

5 AT ORRIR R AR At 11 U G5 R, VT P A O G I T 3 5 T R ALF AT A i PR AR
Mo N DLE B, 4% A BEAS i heju WO PRAON 53 3 i 2 fEAEAR R 22 5. 38 3 Pl
A2 A IR T, SR P ANGAEEH T R SR EC S LM 7.5% 195512 5%, MR
S AR, X — RO R L 48.7% X —Z R0 AR N BB AT, 3 PR 2 20T )E
RSO 97 312 5 Z M N AN, ATREAEAE — SR a] L X 38, 40 52 i 32 v [ 4% 52 3¢
U5 MR R B 4, 2 X R 5 R s AR B IS oM 215 SN A 7= A R ) (52 i (B K &
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4, 2012; X% EAFALHT, 2014), N JEfERIE &S5 BEKAMEELZESZTHSS5HM0E:

TR FE] 0654 29 30 {3k 24 4 PR SRS R A GELES ote

X At g AR i A 2 — AN AR T A, R bR bz
[ B S Lo Pk 10 55 1 5 5 3OF 1 T 1 4.9%. X% heju 0.487" 0.207
GRATHRSRR LS, W SBA R (s ka2 00 0.018
JIIL2011)— 5. AR L%, &I 2049 2 1y o 06?:(;‘] o
St G L 2, S SRV TR . vom
0.4%. W HFIHABE BUARECHLE 0035" bom

M5, ok H I 2R AT, 7597 312 5 07 Inhincome 0.030™ 0.011
HBAH BFNXA, FEZHE M, CUS LR o REREN A Bk (Boorsirap) $15, FE 250 Ye. ™Al
BE TR KT highschool 7R 5.2, 1 5 S IZFRAE 1%.5% F 10% B9 B35,
HAEKVFEA R SGRECE NI 31255, & DL EEE K W RS O 05 &t 97
5 5REERE 3.5%, 55— A CHk (Mincer, 1962; 1k 5 [ A X, 2005) A ], 3 A1 %4 B3
E S 55 312 5 LR I A TKE AR B 3 1 IE A DG OE R, SER M B 5 1%, TR0 E
TS LM 55 8 2 5 2P 4825 0.03%. X UL ZE TR, “ B 0s Uil " B0 A48 T F AR, SR
WA Byl 2 S Lokt T AR B R T A B 157 32 5 % (Michael, 1985; FR4
Z,2004)

4. WAFA LR B S T R e

Je A3 A5 X0 ] 05 Lok 55 B 1R 25 1 52 T T BB PR 4 AF Lo B T AR AE S B L S I, AR
WA T LR, RATRREA R 53R 3 A4, XA FREAS HEAT RR IR i R A2 £ [l ), 5 2R L3k 6, M
ATRVE B, X TIRA YAEF A 2 M IETF LM ERE, 2R 5K T2 NG HEIFASH T i otk
157 Sk gh Pk B S RAEAR | DMIEF LR E S, SR b2 AT DL R TR E
TS Lotk 37.6% W57 52 5%, X FAHBMNA | MIFETFLWEE, SE P2 NG KRED
W 2o Pk 55 Bl L 45 1 52 il e I o

Ro6 HEFLXHENRRERM: HHBERELTEDT

BRI FL B 1T L B2 EF 4

ABRR bR Sl 4 R = HBRR brifi2E

heju 0.506 0.416 0376 0211 ~0.007 0.263
age 0.003 0.003 0.007" 0.004 ~0.00000053 0.006
rural -0.020 0.026 -0.019 0.039 -0.002 0.098
highschool ~0.002 0.023 ~0.011 0.028 0.004 0.107
college 0.036 0.030 0.053 0.033 ~0.002 0.096
Inhincome 0.026 0.018 0063 0.017 ~0.010 0.030

Vs bR 238 B (Boorstrap) 345, T 250 W, TR A IFIRTE 1%.5% 1 10% IR bR,

5. 525 ARE O AL EE RIS AL BEA A 9 S P 5

R T it — IR R G AT O 3R O 05 Lot 57 s b 45 1 S e e, R ATIX 43 T 3 Fil
AR Rl A E . RSB I A A5 I05 ARG, 163X 3 F & A B R RE A
O IR b 2 N A BIREAS R M 1 TAREAS 1—TREAR 3, X BN T RE AN 78 475 5k A B A 2 ]
H, 45503 7. W ATLIE S, AR SR p g NS A, RS20 304 A 0T DL 48 736 =
TS 1k 89.5% W55 812 53, K58 J5 B4 ] LU 3T 53.4%, 11 5 WU A BEA A Wk

e 66 °
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A WFE W X —Z5 R, RS 2005 ARG 1 n] DA R 1 22 i 6 1 2 0§ 2 P 0 JRORL IR
J17, vl PR AR s e i 77 A ) S O I (CBOREZN R SR BT, 2017), DA B R B2 b e 3¢ [l 2 0%
TS SE 5 R,

®7 TRAGERKXHRRER M. FHEREETEDT

THA L THEA 2 FHEAR 3
BRI brifE2E Sul 7y e bRz BRI RIS
R hBAAE 0.895 0.529 - - -
heju HY5 WA - - 0.534" 0.217 -
5007 3B A - - - - —6.464 8.268
kid12 -0.039" 0.021 -0.037" 0.018 -0.028 0.025
age 0.003° 0.002 0.007" 0.003 0.000 0.001
rural 0.013 0.024 -0.015 0.025 -0.015 0.026
highschool 0.004 0.018 ~0.008 0.019 ~0.008 0.025
college 0.010 0.020 0.060" 0.025 0.032 0.027
Inhincome 0.024 0.024 0.049"" 0.012 0.035" 0.019

VE: bR A BhEE (Boorstrap) #5645, |43 25 0. TR BIFORTE 1%.5% 1 10% BRI,

(=) T AR SO0 B 0 o e AR ik ] A4 52 9

BR T 55802 5 380, JATIAE AT LA O 05 2oV 09 55 3l sk 18] ok 5 1 057 k45 o ik BLIRATT 4y
Bl A e A R 4R O 0 o M B A ) AR B 8] howr, R5E T A ASE 2XO0) 38 1] 2 1S 22 14 55 sl s [ 1) 52
Wi, ] Pt T A DAy b SORIFTE 446 2R A AR A PE A 56

FRATHBEWLE BN 2 I TAE B9 C 05 L PR 97 gl a), M2 A 2E A 55 3 i 02 C s k) A
FIEFE (Self Selection) . FLEAT HS I TAER C IS L MEREA BEAT OLS 10117, T ZAA 2 I TAE )
B LM B, R e A 5 B 1 22 (Selection Bias) . AL, FRATTHAEE T 4 R AR,

hour; = a, + a,he ju, + a,kid12, + X, + ¢, (14)

hour = {hourj hour; >0
’ 0 hour; <0
For, hour 2678 B IS Lo VETE AR 9 AR FR], nf RABCOA . (H B0 SE i (]2 A al e TRy, — ik
PE 57 Sy I E] Y 8 21, IS ot S B A R 55 Bl i 35 AR, AT L PR EE B L T AR I
] 0o 2l 28 B X, 5 30C6) M A o FeATTHE
Tobit PIH 7L XS FRBEARL AT Al 1

(15)

®8 FBEEANCIEL ST BRI

J S IR T F R A5 A s
B T H S SR8, ALk heju v 2008
5 i i . . -6.016 .
SR E NSRRI Ly ot s
S (A 52 2 B 4.024 A~/ AR SCHEAR TR S / 4.092° 2413
TAER QIS LoV P38 TAE 48.69 N/ I s choo 1.008 2.089
3%k — 32 TF R 2R 8.26%; 1T 45 22— 4R+ college 8.020" 1.954
2, EUUS Lo b 4 1 35 S 1) B 6.016 4 tnhincome 0241 0217
JINET, R 2 12.36%, B R IEERAE 1%.5% Fl 10% H9KF |- B,
N iR

P v B [ C S Lo PR 55 S b4, AT LA S0G2 i N IELA 7 T R 0 3 I 2 5 Ak o e e i f T
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iy, dA A T R B R R B AR A, O AU R Al 2 T A A R . B SCRRAR 2
MOILZE T 3 (49 0 A AIF 5 s A O 3 el 8 0% 1 55 s L 2 iy s i, i HL A 38 e A bt B REAR
U o Ak PR AR e P 5 O AR M 97 3 2 5 Z 1A A 9 A ), TR A7 R AR R Y it 2 1), 75
B 5N, AR S Se s BB AT 1 AT, SRS G 2011 A o [ SR8 4 e A B A T
SUER S o

A SCAE 0 e o 2 A [ A 38 D ik, AT AR R T B AR R v A A e B O Y
R WFFE K B, 59 5 8 A A AT LA 35 4 e FR I S Lo Pk 48.7% 1997 81 2 5 5, X — 45 1]
VAR R A D P 22 T DR RSO o e A A O 3 8 0% 1 95 3 2 5 19 52 i PR 4 41 Bk
FEAE S U X A AR T LI 2 A2l 4F T2 B B S o PR &, S e B s et 2 14
AR T B IS 2o, AR T K WAk, ARSI (S 205 5k 53 7 AR RS A Bk
) B AN ], Horh RS 2007 SR & AR R f KRR E e TH IR [ B IS ki 57 sh 2 5 % &
Ja, T AR 20 R IS L 1k 19 57 Bl 18] 7= AL R, R 5 8 T A SRR R, SRR E NG
AT A 3 T 005 2 M A Y AR I [R]85 19 4.024 S/, I B 244 8.26%.

FE T AR SR TS IR, X 3 15538 S8, JUHIE AT 1N AE T2 i ST 5, WX 24K
AR RO A B, A B 22 ) S Lo Pk A 97 3 i, i RBE R 2 BRI DL, B A
JEE F) A A A [ Bt A 2 PRI T 98 20 o 4l 45 1 i BB, o BORE I 7, sl 2 AAE AT, —
7 T, BRI R AR S RE, AR AT T i 2 A AR X B B A A B g AR L 53— T, el
LI T“ 2G5 ZEEE S R S350, 8 5 2 M A 3 4% 2055 1 Ja R

S 3Lk
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Residential Patterns, the Number of Young Children and the
Labor Supply of Married Women: From the Perspective of
Child Care

Sun Jisheng, Zhou Yahong

(School of Economics, Shanghai University of Finance and Economics, Shanghai 200433, China)

Summary: China sees an absolute decline in its working-age population because of its implementation

of the one-child policy for over 30 years, coupled with a sharp decrease in fertility desire. An increase in the
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labor supply of married women can effectively relieve the pressure from demographic liabilities China are go-
ing to face on a short-term basis. Since 2015, the Chinese government has carried out the universal two-child
policy, when more and more families will have their second child. The growing number of young children, on
the one hand, will increase the financial burden of families, urging the mothers to go out to work; on the other
hand, it will increase their pressure to take care of young children, hindering them to enter the labor market.
This paper presents an exploration into how married women opt for between families and work under such
background, and the assessment of the influences of residential patterns on their labor supply in China.

Different from most of the current literature, this paper involves a perspective of child care. On this basis,
studies are made into how to share the pressure of married women to look after their young children when liv-
ing together with the old at home so that the influences are discussed on their labor supply. There may be en-
dogeneity between the selection of residential patterns and the labor supply of married women. In considera-
tion of this factor, an approach of Special Regressor Method is adopted in this paper during the empirical ana-
lysis to improve the deficiencies of the current literature in the econometrics method. This is also the main con-
tribution of this paper.

First of all, a theoretical analytical framework is built in this paper to explain how married women de-
termine their time allocation and how residential patterns affect the labor supply. Through the comparative
static analysis, it is found that living with the old at home can improve the labor supply of married women.
Then, because the selection of residential patterns and labor participation of married women are both dummy
variables, it is difficult for the [V-Probit regression approach to effectively solve the endogeneity between
them. The Special Regressor Method is used in the part of the empirical analysis to solve the problem of bin-
ary choice models with discrete endogenous regressors. This paper also covers a consideration that the impact
of residential patterns on the labor participation of married women may present heterogeneity of the number of
young children. Using the 2011 data of “China Household Finance Survey”, it is found that living with the old
at home can significantly enhance the labor participation rate of married women in China, with the rising range
of 49 percent. This result can be perceived as the causal effect between the two sides, and it exerts the most ob-
vious influence on the women with only one young child. Finally, whether married women take the job is their
own selection. In view of this fact, it is found with the Tobit regression method that living together with the old
will also significantly extend the weekly working hours of married women to 4 hours, with the growth rate of
8.26 percent.

Based on the research results of this paper, the ordinary families in China should be more open-minded to
“living together among generations”. This can prompt more married women enter the labor market, improve
the financial situation of their families while having more time to take care of their young children. Moreover,
the Chinese government should encourage “living together among generations” through publicity and econom-
ic support to the benefit of improving the labor supply of China.

Key words: residential patterns; child care; labor supply
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