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Change in GenderW age Gap in Urban Labor M arket
An Analysis Based on Fixed— effectM odel

Zhang Shiveiand Guo Fengn ing

( Center for Quantitative Econan s Jiln Un versity)

Abstract In ths paper we establish a fiked— effectmodelof wage equatbn and popose the decan pos ition m ethod of the changes in
gender wage gap Based on the data of ChnaH ealh and Nutriton Survey fran 1991 to 2006 the changes in genderw age gap i uiban
labor m atket are decomposed The results show that during the perbds fran 1991 © 1993 and frun 1997 © 2004 the genderw age gap
is narrow ng  while fran 1993 to 1997 and fron 2004 to 2006 the genderw age gap was widening From 1991 to 2006, gender wage
d scrin mation has shown a rsing trend while gender differences n ndwidual chamcteristics has been shrinking both of the two
effects act in can bination to kad to he changes n genderw age gap Therefore the mplan entaton of fair an pym ent system and w age
systan can help to narrow the gender wage gap
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