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WE, BN —FANTR, CAPBANRTRAEZEEZGER, ALK
R B R &R IFIAE (CFPS) 7 B 57 3h /1 3h 58 & (CLDS) A B E 42 44
2iBAE(CCSS) =B F AW ZAHIE AT LBERATTHEZRANN A, &2
R, B L B85 AR ERAE S (sl ) AR ST b H BN T AR B E
W, EHEET NARZE b RE, B—F K, L@ E RS LA LA R 4
IHRABERIEN 2R 4T L Hm W R R F 59k, Sl 53R 53
FRNW Y L SRR H RN YR REE, I, Bl s AL
BRI T R K —2 SR ENS T TAIATHHAERTAH
FRAATEFHR,

KR, FliE kN ; T AT F;PSM

—.51F

TS PR A N S EATIE R (Chiswick and Miller, 2003) , 875 HIPERIRYE
A FL 2R (Grenier and Vaillancourt, 1983) , 5#(F Mg 7L, BAYRBUE T E — &1
ol BUAS I, L8 iy 44 9% B Bsf 8] RN 42 4R X N I B8 AS I — Pl ARR R 0% X P 98— L UL
B, MMV SE T Z 02 PRTT e, e 98 3015 TH 4 AR HRME B, SR 7R O H8 38 28 T 4 b 32 3 H
CIRHC FIEEBE (Gao and Smyth, 2011) , PRI AR 45 5 a5 19 WA 5038 52 48 £ MR A7 ( Lazear,
1999 ; Chiswick and Miller, 2014) ,

FE NAMR 2 SCUERFY B IR 5 X 55 s F I A g m 2R 2 B B W E R, A S8 Sk 2 31
AR VIME ST 55 5 Z A (Di Paola and Tansel ,2015) , W ANSEiE R T B 7165
PFHEIENERESH D IAGN” BISR (Azam et al., 2013; Casale and Posel, 2011) , 4l
RT3 2 H A WGERE ST, I A RS 0 T 980 25 LA 23 WUE 1Y 55 20 #2215 ( Carliner, 1981)
PRI FRE T (e U 132 5 ) XA WA —E R E/EA (Canevale et al., 2001), i
A SCHRA AR R — FE AT 15 & (major language ) 2 B 42 55 97 sh & AU, tb
Fp ] ) TR L A B i RS ) TAEURA (Gao and Smyth,2011)

DI ST B RO (355 308 7R ) 52 BB 5E AR 22 DARK G 15 [E B8 IR Y 2 S it 7 oy 2k

* R4E4E L AR K FRFFFR IR, W %A 250101, & F 13 45 : whneyy@ 163.com,
AXZHBRARAFALTFAD HAHELH T FDI S RBRLFETOH 0" (AE 5,
71403146) 89 % 84 ,
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fitt, (H e h E FFEAFE R TG S AU 2V, Bl s Ay 3 Z B R 56 R 5 Kk E R
YR FIHAIERD Z (0] 19 6 RAE— BB E EAAMBIED, thEA 55 M DBIRE, r 204
RO A CRTE S, b Bt 35 il 7 /0 0 R b IX A FH O & i i 2R3 5 ( Zhou,2003)
FEA LR SR UL E AR5 X (sub—dialects) (Leung and Ruan, 2012)@, X277
B AR N E RS EEA TS, PROEOR TR 7 5 XA e 8 SRS A%
/D EME, ATARTTRENTANE 2 H K £ 100 A BAMY M IX Frfli i 7 &5, 2 [/ —4
B S B Z BB AAEARFER TS (Gong et al.,2011) , 32 FAF7E BT , X T4k TAERIZL
A VCHCRRE PRI LA R AR /Y TAERCARRHR v] BEAFAE G0 T80 52 0], 3k 10 52 0 5 3 3003
LB JUHGEBEE T ENA S AW N, AN 7535 75 SR B R S Rl An SRACEE
T NATARMEGEAT 5 07 7 XEH #5745 pOVA I8, T 1 1 Dy il FH R &, s 2 i 2,
FAE 1956 4 18 55 sk & AT 1 G THE) 838 35 A9 46 75 ) R e @ 5 i . X AE B
MNATEAEE T HE K S W07 5 S BURGHE  F 2 R AR T 166 3% 38 37, [A) At ] LAAE
i

Tl TR EE FEE F X T U7 8 U R e 2AAEE LT LA 7T — R R T
YEFHRECE (Chiswick and Miller,2014) . #ZRAY 538 316 AT LA B A2 i & 430 1 i H C Y
B IR, T S 4 21 L BE ) A BE 5 R I SRR DT C 19 AR, T R AR 22 40 1l
b ALK 32 R (X B A, O AR B AR A RO AL s, R R T
YRR (Stohr, 2015 ; Chiswick and Miller,2014) . ZAZRAYRARI 5 AERS (52 e S I3 91
PIRE P 2Z ) B h s A 3, R4 & TAERCR, =2 LY Kt & M4 (Wang et al.,
2016) , W42 Ji 4 42 fu B 2 FEARRIBT JE M BIL 23, AT 3RAS S8 Z 2200 IR RER LR
X F AR RAE RV, 75 HP— AT Ab S U 3 388 17 1] 3k 2 224 b T 9% 25 R A 3 %ol A7) )
L ( Gao and Smyth,2011)

Gao 1 Smyth (2011) ZEWFF ¢ BEEE 15 %) v [l 4R R T T 986 BRUR mel , (EL A T 2%
G TR A b 5 R AR T RS2 S WA A R AR08 58 1 X PSSR T
PR B AR B2 PR, AN SCHT SR AR A SO 9T 0y BR Al | 25 5230 38 55 0 SR 57 3l 3 1 52
Wi, AT B IER A R AR A TR I =B ROWEE (BD CFPS (CGSS L& CLDS) 43l
B9, [D S SR FH T B AR B AV 455 DG PO AR ( PSMD) DR S IRAR A A A ZE

ASCH FEEZHANT < 58 ER A0 2 SCERER AR, 5 =8 o R Bl A 43 DL R T AR R A ik
P&, WU R R AR Ko S T e AR

= XERERIR

KT X 95 B EH WA SE I A SCHRROAE AT AR =2
— MFFEINMERS 55 S B WA BT, AR Z2 0TS0 45 1 SN AR ISR S 9 7H (Azam et al.,

OERATERSZWREHAELES T AR S AN THRA A B KD LB E e e PR D, B8 56
RKBEARE A2 E —RLA P, K, B BASRTILE” Ti R — Ry, BAA BT ANEE T
BAEAT— B SR AMEA . T B EASRPET AP AR THRER TEAADRS PEEE0%a,

QFEZOHERFFEAAGHEHE M AR W L HrT,
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2013; Casale and Posel, 2011; Donado, 2014; Grin, 2001; Isphording, 2013; Levinshon,
2007 ; Stohr, 2015; Toomet, 2011; Williams,2011) , HZHBOCEER A AL E 718 5 AR RTER
B AR UL B 57 3, TR 1997 3h % T 90K 205, a0 Azam 55(2013) &
PR AR F RETE B RE R EIRE B VERY  TT0E i 0 R BE 3K 35% . USRI M AR SRR R 5
B LT 0 i B N & B 1B 19 55 3 & & 18% ~ 44% ( Levinsohn, 2007 ) , Toomet
(2011) RIAEFZ VP JE N , 2 BES i B R0L 2 T 58K AN 2 U i ol 5 5 Hh 459 , i
X — BT AERIGET. F5 1K 62% , Guo H1 Sun(2014) H5¢ 1 71 2 UESE TR 19 55 31 & WA [l
ARG O, HAF T XS ZANPR TR 5k A, X 5R (2014 ) B 2& 30 H [ B SME BER55 8l 3 T %
FEAMEA AT o T K2 69%

T RMFEOE B Z B XA B2 ( K. Pendakur and R.Pendakur, 1998 ; Fry and Lowell
2003 ; Saiz and Zoida,2005) , il K.Pendakur F1 R.Pendakur( 1998 ) 5 & 23 BGE # A fE#%
SR Dy AR A A B A8, bl AR AR R B v ) k3 o fds T A= 161 B B2 5 AV it A 14
Plos, S TRsE G AL TAET E o7 s 2w SN (I 9 & MR 45 ) HEAT 10k
i, B TAEEOR o EH BA — 2GR L2 AN TAE, M TFXmET
Y, WU LB A Sy ol e TAEWARRXT 255

= RMRABOE S ( ﬁg) BE KA B A 57 8l & WA K52 ( Chiswick and Miller,
2007) o A7 SCHR A AR R RORIE & il & IS 25 /D8l & MRS & 1l &
HZ 5 MROT A I B, 7T REAY I PRRABATT S A SRR 35 01 AN R 2 KR 5 il
B A 5 BCF A AT IR AR TR F AT BEA — 2 0 &, T BUE Sk 2 B L
K.Pendakurfll R.Pendakur( 1998) W75 T I & K /DB R 1 5 B9 28 0% M4, & BLA AT TAE
] 3 R A Tl K ATE H AL . Chen %5 (2014) #F5E T L5 & XA B R AU
Y N = 0L ERAS TR ) & | A S L AN T Sy = R R iU O R RA R T3
ol WA HT TR A B AN S35 . Gao A1 Smyth (2011) BF5E T KARIE 5 38 78 Xt
Hh L R =3 T A% B AT O 52 ), 235 5 e B, 53 37k Y AR AR B T LA I 2 R s A
AW | [R50 5 0 e PO B 5 e 82 %o S P DA (8 2 . SR A R T R 1 it R L
PEEZZ 53] 7 5AM A fhi 2 B0 b a5, 47l i) 22 51 5 3508 3 15 ) B 2
A AN A BT b3 30 A MO B SR, 2R S5 A ST b B2 i 9 die 30 EAATT
HEFBR THRE . ASONAEZ L SCER A L, 25 288380 15 XA [ HRY A ] b s 1) 55 51
BWARTR 2T AR B, 73 TR F =B RO E AT R @ AT

= AREIT R

(—) BIEN A

AR SOl =22 LUEAUR A O | BV 2012 45 i[5 5% i 2 2 B ) $5d 2012 4
“ R 95 3h S sh AT A BE LA % 2013 4E< rh LR kb e i A Bl

“HEZFRESN SR A (Chinese Family Panel Studies, CFPS) At R E AR
SR A b (1SSS) S iy — 3T 5 e 2o R BRI A MK KBE FE X = A2 A EURE |, R
FEl#E 2y 40 AT BE RMEER AT . 2010 AR 7E 4 [ (P B OB EE TR NS
R AU R B IERTE A ) IR, AR R A
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“rrE 55 80 1 8 & )84 ( China Labor—force Dynamics Survey, CLDS) & i HP 1L R 27 525t
AER A . CLDS FEAELTE T E 29 A48 1) (BRI IR & Mo DX U RIS ) | A0 5 A
ARGRE AT ST 8 ) (AR 15 3 64 B IER DY) o H By % v Ik & DI s
BRI K BE |55 30 1R TT R P AR — YR Zh A 3B BR A A, 2 G0 H A DU A/ e 4 XY
BTN EE | 55 3) S MR S0 5 A B2

“TEZEE 4L 24 ( Chinese General Social Survey ,CGSS) & E S — N FEM: 256
PE ELLE IR S AT H 7R E PRt 2R AT H (1SSP) /) 2007 B4 4 | EACRK
St St FAF R A SR A O AE R CCSS LR 71 57 5, e g AR E Y
2B, CGSS RGE amlEM 2 HIX FIE ADAZSAZRBEE 2013 4F i A 74—
AT 100 A (X)L B BAbs B OKHE M RIS AR AR A e SR,

DL = o AR AR TR TAERIESE T (5 B AR, b s B R (0 A 32 e
T ANRIFEAR (AFERIR N ) LA HFEER P A FEAS, [FIEF R MiBR T 65 2 LU L
PLK 15 % LUR BIREA BT S T 97 s 4R A

(Z) MRt

AL F LGS E R RE TR 55 Sl A RE I R gkt i A R 1 35 IO 35 T A vfE vy B
% (Mincer) EXTEA T2

log wage, = ¢ + B,Mandarin, + 2ﬁlconlrolm +up, +90, +e,
!

For R @ FRAMA ¢ FEIFTE] e, 5 Bl S 1) A2 A0 B A ASSONE, S, A B 1A AR Ak 7 B ) 565
N, e, 2B,

X B wage AR & R/ NI TR . SEUNS TBEmAE A T3EstH
BT LAHERR K 55 3h 3 AR [ER [R) 738 i T 22 5%, Mandarin A% 0 RR & R/oR
Vi A AR, 7E CFPS oy HIREVEF 2 0-5, A&l =0, Yifs i if =5, 1&
CLDS H  HIUEE I 1-5, 75 CGSS 42 1 130 1l iy 510U RE ), He b3t 5 ik i Wr ) fg
01, HBUETE N 1-5, A2 =1,1R4F =5, i ih Rik e I w B 7 k260, 73 4h, 78 CLDS
rhv T AR ) B U5 ORI SZ U ) SR ATV 85 B W, O3 AP BE
PRI FERERIZ Z VI E 0 F WA TE . control Ferm Hoflidzs il A8 @ (484N & T 52 Ml A7k
VA age /& E RIS . gender BVER], BPE=1,LME=0, edu EZHEFHFER, BUENE
FElJE0-22 4F . marl ;mar2 ;mar3 J& 28 7R R ARR 0 A0 JE 40128 4 HoP marl MOBRME R B =1,
HAth =05 mar2 ABEUE LSS = 1, Hfh =03 mar3 BBUE & B I s =1, Hfb =0, hukoul
PR T HAWG = 05 hukou2 FrsAH Ji B, HAl = 0, health J2 AR FEARDL, #1055 N0 H
CARR R =1 AR =2, LB =3, — =4, NMERE =5, healthdif Fm @ HEEAL, il F
IR E—AERT i = 1, 3% A 2 b =2, [Lb—4FER B 22 = 3, fatheredu /= 5 E W Z 2 HAFR,

OA P 126 K2 HA Z 844 CFPS KB A 2K FWaBUEF % X, CLDS f= CGSS Lt By X £
o, RAY TRARHO A, LA RETHMBERN, ARENTEELEHEE TR, ELHIEE T
TR A , Wode contract( 5 A Lo LR HFEITAR, KiT=1,% K £3T=0) F union( T E L2 R TR T4,
HALh=1,ALA=0)XAANEE CFPS PRIEH,
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B TS edu —30, sociallevel 2321/ & TEA M AT 2 Ho A7, BUEVE B2 1-5,1 J21R1E, S
JEARE  confidence JEXT A B ARG DR, BUE 1-5,5 BEORER S, wban FRIRS
At HP B B = 1 K RBIX =0, jobtotal Ferm TAEME I, HZS R4 & AR iR
% A HAB A TE T AR, indtotal 74T 285, A0 45 i 3 | A AR M 55 | B R Al
province JEA% IR EIARG S 0 P ALt

(=) EETEHAR MR

F Y T REMIAYES T, K2 80 T BRI @ TR RE T A 4T 2
THEOL, 16 CFPS Bl bR T 0 F1 4 222 4h, HAR 4l 0135 T %80 bl 2 3 58 3 5E ) £2
TG ANGY @G RE S s 19 5 20, Ho/ NP3 T it i, 383 1 29.64 J0, X
CLDS #iifa g , AR BT 4k | B 3B ), G T3 KO- ey, HL Al i e Ao ph D7 DUAR
PRplr B RIS 2 TG, DR AE bR T R R T . 7E CGSS Bidli |, -l i fig
Mo RNPIA, — RS, — A RTINS VT RN B4 e, T3K Pz
B R Y, X E R LR, PR Al BT BT  FRATTL T RS B A g ) 2
HITHACFRIEM KGRI BN T TR MRE R RAR S | I AR 25 i [ )9 e 4% i 52 i
TR HANAS B AR5 PR S T T T M 1 e R R IR R IE [ 1Y

*1 SEHIETERIR ST

A CFPS CLDS CGSS

- oLl TR ity b #fH bR
logwage 2.0512 1.0910 2.2248 1.0196 1.9789 1.1771
mandarin 2.7293 1.4477 3.5039 1.2679 3.7528 1.0015

3.1444 1.1871

gender 0.5923 0.4914 0.4696 0.4991 0.5032 0.5000
age 41.2855 15.6104 41.7389 13.6712 43.2274 16.3882
Marl 0.7638 0.4248 0.7846 0.4111
Mar2 0.0512 0.2204 0.1136 0.3173
edu 8.7874 4.1144 9.5674 3.0754 8.7481 4.7076
hukoul 0.6244 0.4843 0.2806 0.4493 0.5995 0.4900
hukou?2 0.9334 0.2494 0.8949 0.3067 0.9013 0.2983
health 2.9798 1.1399 2.4018 0.9690 3.7114 1.0828
healthdif 2.1853 0.5889
fatheredu 4.9566 4.5929 5.3824 4.5154 4.5428 4.6593
sociallevel 2.6425 0.9870 4.0657 1.9238 2.2962 0.5475
contract 0.1399 0.3469 0.4202 0.4936
union 0.1084 0.3109 0.0988 0.2984
confidence 3.7544 1.0541
urban 0.5114 0.4999 0.6374 0.4808 0.4870 0.4999

ERT AR, R T EE B EFATREE

M =R R P R e E T RE T I L, =R A A LBk 1
U CFPS $E R BUE e 20  Fe 4T, A 6 IR, (H LI RE 1 a3 R AR RE ), HE AR bR
CLDS HUEHL L ACH , AR R AEAR , (EtL FUR N BE 1538 35 B AR AE U1 5 CGSS H5 b B AR I
JE T @ T ) AR PN (AR R O R o, B DLBRAT TPk — & i Al
I EAT SEUE AT, RE A8 B 4 T 200 S50 20 1913500 1 0 T8 RS20, A5 [l DR 285 2R ) ] 5 B2 DROR
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=2 BRI EERENSTENFEYN T ESIT
e T A AR 0 1 2 3 4 5
CFPS( ZWLF847)
IHHE 18.7603 10.7511 11.4025 23.8822 18.3819 29.6409
HARE 959 815 1 281 3577 1910 1022
CLDS( ZHLI547)
IHHME - 7.1524 10.0637 11.9627 20.5339 22.3607
HARE - 239 798 780 2184 1975
CGSS( MILHR)
ik
IHHE - 5.9312 6.2142 9.5224 15.2037 19.5821
HARE - 74 507 1876 2278 1925
Fk gk
IHHE - 4.8803 7.6911 13.9526 17.5568 21.8105
HAE - 591 1243 2 190 1579 1058
mitE84E

(—)HEERSEEERER

FK 32,46 H17 52 =8 OLS My MIHZE R, FATA I, B30 3k 1Y [n I 25 1 35
IERE X EWRE S EIGA e 57 s # A X 5% 1 gt a4, it—20,
S SH T A W ) IR BE ) XIS B S L 2 I

TEWFIETE T XU ASE N ) Z 8Ok b, RERE I TR S RN AR R, R 4E LRI =
XTI ST, A= P T T2 R 5 T LA A5 T8 57—, 35t U 28 s [ T, G Uil oA 381 7
N GRE VAR b IX S5 J22 TR S o 1, 2 () k52 o 38 44 1) 18 75 BE 0 AU | DT 5 35 (] ) 25
WA (Gao and Smyth, 2011) . 55—, Je [ RS [AIE, W@ A& B AT 2 A\ %%
AP AR IR TR T, MAh = O T DLGE B B A A TG Bk iR R F R )
(Wang et al., 2016) , —PMEREIMNEFIE WG T FREEMN THA R THARELA T
AT DA e bR AT REAAAE R P R8T e TR & (0 SR 2 T AR B W% 518 7 J A
KAHHR S EHARSE, 76 CFPS h Bt F M TR EA =4 SR H W ZMMNEF &
AR IED 27 B 018 T R AN 8 5 A A S IR A b i R RS 7E CLDS
o PR T RSB A WA  Z DT I RTE S ARG D B T g, ZET
HARG 08 1VL, CGSS A Ed G A1k iy T HAS & R % 1V e,

TSR S5 R B | Bl i /N TR s a8 8 IE 3% 5 OLS —&, T.H
At ) 55 T RS B AR BRI B 4 o, BB TR R R AR, #E— B, TV [l
IR ESE TR RBOYE T OLS, 78 CFPS H Fi# EE R 5H W 4 f5 44, XEWRE OLS
o, R RE R TR R I BAIRAL T, 3X 5 Saiz 1 Zoida(2005) S5/ &L —3L, OLS 1 1V
IR 5 25 A (a1 e 55 0 X WSO PR 532 M 2 A (] ), AN Ti) P A S M R B TV )52 i 32 B

DZFARZHRE RN EERARREBFE" AT ELE S, A F Shelds #2 Price (2002) VA %
Dustmann F= Fabbri (2003) #9870 , #A1IA A & F 422 35 WAL A 3235 TUA R e B 2 35 0935 2 8k 7 (25T 1
MNFEAAER S, FL 2N ANETARA LB E AMTENNIAF EATELESTAA
AR AP TR G A TR £ R,
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1oy — L T SCPR L

=3 —EHENTE RN Z A OLS #1 1Vl B34 R
- OLS V1 OLS V1 OLSWrJj | OLS ik
i CFPS CFPS CLDS CLDS CGSS CGSS
mandarin 0.0414 0.1659 0.1038 0.1422" 0.0343™ | 0.0322°
(4.79) (3.80) (7.24) (3.56) (2.48) (2.61)
onder 0.3958 " 0.3939 ** 0.3090 ** 0.3112* 0.3053** | 0.3067""
8¢ (17.54) (17.34) (12.60) (12.71) (12.79) (12.82)
wee 0.0286 0.0349 0.0490 ™ 0.0497 ™ 0.0409 ™ | 0.0413
& (4.23) (4.92) (6.25) (6.37) (4.92) (4.98)
) -0.0004 " | -0.0004™* | -0.0006"" | —0.0006** | —0.0005*" | -0.0005 “**
age (-4.95) (-5.39) (-6.36) (-6.36) (-5.49) (-5.53)
marl 0.0706 0.0749" 0.1325™ | 0.1302"
(1.74) (1.84) (3.34) (3.28)
) 0.0546 0.0556 0.1416™ 0.1403 "
(0.81) (0.82) (2.30) (2.27)
ods 0.0448 = 0.0345™ 0.0387 ™ 0.0371 ™ 0.0531™ | 0.0528
(11.22) (6.36) (7.16) (6.67) (10.98) (10.83)
huboul -0.1707 | -0.1360™ | -0.1578" | —0.1453 " -0.0116 —0.0099
(-5.91) (-4.39) (-4.23) (-3.70) (-0.39) (-0.33)
hukou? -0.1983™ | —=0.1701™ | -0.1728"" | -0.1601"" | -0.1173*" | -0.1178 "
' (-5.29) (-4.36) (-4.81) (-4.10) (-3.48) (-3.49)
healih -0.0509** | -0.0424™ | -0.0313* | -0.0311" | -0.0267" | -0.0274"
' (-4.79) (-3.76) (=2.11) (=2.10) (-1.89) (-1.92)
. 0.0203 0.0202
healthdif (1.03) (1.01)
Jatheredu 0.0115™" 0.0093 *** 0.0076 ** 0.0073** 0.0056* 0.0056*
(4.23) (3.27) (2.55) (2.43) (1.79) (1.78)
sociallevel 0.0581 0.0472 " 0.0466 ™ 0.0469™ | =0.2657" | =0.2657 "
(5.22) (3.95) (7.29) (7.38) (-11.56) | (-11.57)
contract 0.0319 0.0303 0.0682 | 0.0661
(1.24) (1.18) (2.79) (2.70)
rion 0.1168 0.1134™ 0.0844™ | 0.0836
(4.20) (4.06) (3.04) (3.01)
. 0.0179* 0.0079
confidence (1.67) (0.70)
wrban 0.0533™ 0.0585™ 0.1299 0.1242 " 0.1919™ | 0.1891
: (2.30) (2.49) (4.04) (3.83) (6.64) (6.54)
AW R =4 =4 =4 =4 =4 =4
IAEER =45 Iz ¥z =4 Ps ) ¥z
R Iz 45 Iz ¥z ¥z 4 ¥z ¥z
N 9316 9313 5 154 5149 4075 4076
adj. R 0.2336 0.2168 0.3205 0.3199 0.4606 0.4604
Cragg—Donald 161.9122 283.1525
Wald F
P 0.0000 0.0000
Hansen | 2.1132 0.1311
P 0.3476 0.7173

(1) % 2T 10%KFLEREE v A TAESNKFLEREE s AFE1RKFLEE E5TEH
Ay i, TR, Q) AREHTSELXEREETA, ELWKIEE P TRIEA, de contract
(5T LRELEEITESR,ZT=1,EA%5T=0)F union( TELEATHALA FLA=1,£14=0)
X HAEE CFPS P A, ™ CLDS ¥ A 448K 9L, CLDS Fo CGSS ¥ % A confidence F healthdif 3% # A~
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P
el

{HE T CFPS Al CLDS By i3 — e R -8 G 1 77 1) X A8 S AF — o fR 4%
] F Z i3 Bl K PR A B 5 5205 il T KO AR S AR R, ot
UL, Z YT EIE S RS TE R THAR R TR A S ED, HItA17E CFPS
HHBR T SZ U ATE R R T RAR R, (GRS HZ A H® SR IE S 2 A
S T A R M AR 5 B R B B S E CLDS FR M B < 2 1 IR B8 T S AN
7 CHEARR S  AEES TN, O BICE R 2 A &35 ) THAR S IKFRITTR T Lewbel
(2012) Ar4t s A T AR S [l 5 0045 T BH O e R AR EE A T AR B 1 4 5 1)
WA T HASEORIA TR, e T AR RIHIE A V2, BIHZERILE 4, AT 0L, fE L3R
BB T AR, BUES5RAL AR i,

x4 $t3+ CFPS #1 CLDS BMEHHEN IV2 EIHLER
Ak CFPS CLDS
mandarin 0.1058" 0.1173 ™
(1.81) (2.67)
EHEE rd £
N 9316 5154
adj. R’ 0.2292 0.2970
Cragg—Donald Wald F 128.1046 35.2280
P 0.0000 0.0000
Hansen ] 0.1549 29.3201
P 0.6939 0.2083

BT T HAS G 8 0] LR B ] 45 43 P EC L ( Propensity Score Matching , PSM) & e I 14
Atk AR AR — 2 00 F [ A S5 R R e v, 5 T HAR R R A A ], i 7] DT
Ficl 7 3 B2 FHR fft e 2 i) DR SR A SR A P A e B, EL R DG, FR TR 5 3538 345 13 g et A Y
SZ Q0 SR AT B bl 7 S Ut 8 T A O R LA i, T R [ R, S k& e R
iR, POATERXFERE LT FRAT RSB T — AR A R TR — R (RSO 2
VLT ) 77 A SR BL, I HLEEX Fh e B 25 0 o9 — Be 3 e AR XA 1 (A S Ui 8IS ) 19
FCHREA AL, 350 1 FRATT 20K AR AR 23 100387 38 1 22 T %) T 9% 55 i £ 1 1
2R BIREAAE Fe g, el MR A ZE R IER S T, T, FRATT5 A il i 4543 DU L X —HF
TN, EFITIERELETR AT S U@ i AR (P2 mf, XA N 28 2 U 38 16 1Y
MERIEA TR T, 2R F5 1 H RS 23 030 TE AR A (A FRAL) LA 5 FE R4 2 23 385 38 1 11
HER B RS S H A S ESE TG AREAS ($ 20 ) ——F I EA S Ui REA A B SR
FEORBCANTMIA A A S m G AR AR (Ab B ) #4838 T 5 Z DLEL A 25
VA T R A (AL FRATTAE AR XX AL AS A T EL A ST T

TEA PSM 22 517, R AI155 20K CFPS ,CLDS F1 CGSS 11 Mandarin 2884350 R4 0 Fl 1
X B A RIS B Sl G = 1, R =0 s E Wil = 1, R =0, £ 5 %
T PSM YIRS SR AT X =28 R H = Fh T FE 7 ik 9 [ 25 5473 5 3 R 1E 3 ik

DR F R IE
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HEEIERE S PR TR XA R U i . E—25 1 CGSS T J1fE
FIZRIKAE 73X P> BRI RE S AU B St LU 8

XTI . FAT AR T B2 Tt X5 2B RO AR &
B8, FE, L Tee Rl B e THERrE Bl RER 2 B B, i 5 R Y
SR H WA ZB W EEN R, MHEIFhHAFRIIE R, TRIRAZR ML BT
WG U B S AT A e A EE AR 07 s 8 DG e N T BEAK P AR D7 B R 7 R
bR RERIEE IR TRty AR e /NE T RE TARZR AN L 4RI K
HAREA AL AR X T AT S T 22 R i 29 T34 KA IR 2R, W T2 AR A A1k 55
TNGARALE, [ 5245 2 52 B R R g LU T4 S A B A o FERS T B B 508 14 55 S IR
B IR OIS EE LS FE B, 37 M 11 A ST R, 55 ) T AR i sh L et
F, BEBBIASERNIE, BB E VAR R S R HE 2 OB 19 55 3 &, JLTBEK- i
W XMW E AN TIEAIETUY , #H /LT A B84, 2 32 i e N I AR TR Y
HENR, AR AR IR R EAR—LE | [R AR ZHR T AR AT, (@R L
LA R ZS AL AR THE B2 et b 3, DR g fi Rl 2 — i AT WA | By A e,
REA B DA BITAE S, TAE Rl . SORZHEFEFRB & BE 12U IR
e 22 M3 ad RAFHCE B ACER AT DUOA T2 e I 2 A i) 2 T L2y, e AR 4R 5 1 & 1Y
HAEBTEAANNRE S, F2 b WERACR R H T Sy, W W ACREAR By (O RE J7 L B g
R TR 2B R Bk S Y RE S R R BT, Akt 8 g A9 97 gl 38, L TRl Ao g
[V, X AR g, U] BB S A hyoxk H A A TAR RS LU B0 2, 98 e s, Sl
FEAISC AL 5 2 LU SBIX AR —LE . BRItk 2 4h, CLDS #l CGSS H— e 45 i A8 1 /5 CFPS
HBCA, LN TR T2 8% BT A BRI AR H R 3

RS = EH4E PSM B Mandarin (Ei@1ERE S ) TEEFER

AR CFPS CLDS
Nearest neighbor matching 0.1030 " (3.64) 0.1476" (1.77)
Kernel matching 0.1113™ (3.88) 0.1536 ™ (2.07)
Radius matching 0.1156 " (3.96) 0.1667 (2.39)
EHEZ P ba . b
N 9 266 5013

s CGSS :

W ik

Nearest neighbor matching 0.1314 ™ (2.85) 0.0878 " (1.89)
Kernel matching 0.1178 (2.83) 0.0933 ™ (2.09)
Radius matching 0.1168 (2.93) 0.0992 (2.18)
EHEZE i e P i
N 4 053 3 980

R A3, AP ke RBEEER S Mandarin ¥ @24 R R K SR Tt X, B AT @A
HE TN T LA K B EEToER R,
()RS HEEPLER
FEAS ) SRS SR 2B | 3 0% (AL FE ST BE J) AWy ) MR ) Xt 57 sh H WA &7 —
BYFEI , FLIXFR 520 HE AR g . Chen 45(2014) Z IS L 6 & B 5 m Ak A B T
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WA TS HARA T AR AN e 3, 2B R D R S5 A7k S AR s A i 9L 2 22, 1ML T 3%
AT Z B BSEH . 38 6 FIH T4 A I A 4528

FeAT A, F BRI 55 b AEE R 550k %) 73, %5 T CFPS 2R HT OLS [TV (5 —Fh T B8 PR
Jik) T PSM [alIH 5, P REAS I 4 RAF A KR 22 57 | 3l 1 RE % ik ATl A
AT R E SN, (HURAE CLDS Hh, JATAE I T W28 5%, = A In I 07 ik AR W, 3% 1l 3% 2
BFRB RS AT A TR B AR S5 R R AN 35, 78 CGSS wh 45 R, 51l
T AT 3 RE 3 IR BE X0 I 55l T5% B2 e S 2 A e 55l A f 2

=R AT TS Y DS 45 R R A HABAT AL, R 55 b e 35 R e A F AR
o FEEFE RIS AT MV AP ke i 14, R 55 ik 9 255 T A RREAR 22, 2R3 (o T 1
W, SAHIX AR REY % a5, TSGR i A2, AR Gl
FOCTE) A CRAIE_L b AR DCRLRE , 28 L IR 5547 Ml JE R — BB 5E B r N B LI 4
B3 DL DURIE 55 5155 @G A A T2, ph O nT W 5545l v e i ) B R

%6 = EHE PSM B9 Mandarin (Zi@iE6E N ) TEHSABFLE R 3217

e - o il Cragg—Donald | Hansen J
H B eV o 4 e 1 B}
RQ}EJ?? /7112 ’“ﬂk %ﬁ%{ T(Z){H @ﬁ dd.l' R Wald FPTE P{E N
OLS TR 4k 0.061 | 3.27* 0.24 2 598
JEIR S 0.034 | 3.57* 0.24 6718
. e 0.185 1.77" 0.00 0.36 2 597
CEPS 1 1V2 FEMRSA | 0.143 2.68" 0.00 0.65 6716
PSM TR 4k 0.215 | 4.78* 2 596
MRS | 0.131 | 3.84™ 6718
OLS IR 4k 0.110 | 3.89™* 0.31 1198
" EMRSL | 0.047 | 1.30 0.34 3 956
TR 4k 0.144 | 3.25™ 0.00 0.39 1197
CLDS | 1v2 EMRSL | 0.466 | 0.53 o 0.00 0.51 3952
. [ 0276 | 258 | 1050
) EMRSL | 0.333 | 1.50 3 956
OLS 7 JR G Ak 0.493 | 2.21™ 0.48 1 641
ERSL | 0.130 | 1.52 0.47 2434
. frE 0.252 | 4.50™" 1622
COSS PSM o MRS | 0.253 | 1.55 2 414
OLS i, TR 4k 0.038 | 1.90* 0.48 1 642
EMRSL | 0.025 | 1.62 0.47 2434
-1 0.936 | 1.69* 1 642
PMBL T g | 0857 | 1.10 2 434

ERT A AR T F @A RA RIS el HRT@AEE R, PSM W )23 KA 6 R A% T
Ay X,

R ARSI T P BIR ATl 28 5 Z 0h, e ik 2 A Ml 22 5+ e 3% 7 B il
TR S S AL R RRZER . 53R 4 IEERISEL, CRPS Pl B s & #f I AR A
RN {HAE OLS Al PSM o, 38 15 00 Sk AL B AL A I 4 . 25 PR 2B s — 28 7E CLDS
AT CGSS i, A28 50 2 5 WA WA ., ZECBET T 38388 8 XSO R i LRl 25 T 7E 2 A
WIBEAR R, —Mekul, £ A BRSNS A DD, TR A i RO b, Al T TR i
EBEARNAT S, B 2 I AT FEAN FH 3308 35 0 i HH 7 5 L RE A IR M S, PRl 8t
AOFE AN B2 . AESBRUT Ok A A5 IR SR DO 8222, N B 25 M HO AR A28
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XA ABEE S 35 5 2 T AT A, EHIE A E AR H RN, 7350, W h iiF 2 T4
FEARIR 55 oMb, %o 38 7% 1) "Rt By | PRLMO RSB AL, 53 7% ) B Pl 2 1 T & A, O K
OO IR B RS 2 U 2

xR7 =E#HIE PSM B Mandarin (Z@E1EEEN ) TENHRBRHER 2H Y
" ; " ¥l , | Cragg—Donald | Hansen J
] X % o i.
BAREE | ik X 25| T(Z)H s | 2 RS o p e Iy N
OLS WAR 0.052 | 4.32* 0.26 5185
% At 0.028 | 2.30* 0.19 4131
; R4 0.088 | 1.70" 0.00 0.51 5184
CEPS 1 1V2 % At 0.256 | 3.44* 0.00 0.55 4129
WAL
PSM A 0.107 | 3.22 5185
% At 0.098 | 2.22 4131
LS WAL 0.103 | 5.55™ 0.32 2735
% At 0.045 | 1.31 0.22 2 419
WAL 0.158 | 3.50™" 0.00 0.17 2 734
CLDS | 1Iv2 4 At 0.149 | 1.65" o 0.00 0.25 2 415
. WAL 0.198 | 2377 | 7~ 2 628
% At 0.131 1.22 2 399
ol w | R 0.036 | 2.30" 0.48 2 651
4 At 0.024 | 0.92 0.35 1424
YR AR 0.118 | 2.27™ 2 623
N v
CGSS PSM 7% 4 At 0.055 | 0.75 1414
OLS . AR 0.025 | 1.73" 0.48 2 651
4 At 0.030 | 1.20 0.36 1425
. R4 0.084 | 2.05™ 2 651
PSMat S A 0.091 | 0.39 1425
ERA 3,

R, 7% &R E R S PRE O, T 5 20 A 59— B AR AE 2« e 7 L XY O 2E
WK, AHBRE A B AT el S A7 AE A T Bt s by M X LAy O 5 o &, A H & 251, B)L
PSR , BET, J7 25T AT Re XL Uy B AR AN A T R S AR K,
W, FATTHE BRI LRI AR BRI TR R R T e AT i | 7 R b DA P L
P E A AR, PR 2 L FAEAR Y IV K38 A i, IR =
1T OLS Byl )45 5 MR Saiz Al Zoida(2005) ,0LS A1 T HAR & [a] 9 45 LA AR — 2, HJE
BUER/NEFTAE, B, OLS ZEUb iy EHZE R 2 —ESH M AR, 22 8 £H, MxXT I
DR 5K, P BV s KR P e L DX 383 T R T XA P ) L B S — S AR b M X )
T RE ST IRl Z5 AR 25 | AU VR T AR BBV T SR A i A YT A i X PR B b X
A7 CLDS %3, 1 CLDS [FUHFEA [ FEFr A REA h 22 AN K (HAE R I T b X ) 25 ¢ 2 0l
Ko BRI, Sl 5 RE T 7E e 7 B9AE AR r B R — 2k RO T X T 2R
L3N 111 /N A BT ey s by T X (RN 1 | s e A R e | 95 s = = = R S =3 1 I (S DI
TARFEMA AT

OFABGEAZFR, BT TR BT, LFBEELLZ2FR, X KE T LA, ZRTEELS
ZFR, L LA L AR BRELEFR . BE TR B EATHESAZFK. B LB TH A
R, RILPHEAZFR, i b L EH,RABHEALFE, 8 M. @ TR B KB
RLESZFR . WM AHE T B A
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=8 SRGEEFER
g/ L AL At | GBI | AT IR | m ST TIRE | T HE | RV H R | VU R X | VY G IX
mandarin | 0.0224 | 0.0358 | 0.0312 |0.0828** | 0.0108 |0.0606 |0.0646* | 0.0402
DS (0.75) | (1.36) | (0.99) | (3.66) | (0.61) | (2.12) | (2.62) | (1.48)
N 1337 | 1106 | 148 | 1004 | 1729 921 917 822
adj. R? 0.1866 | 0.2376 | 0.2938 | 0.1679 | 0.1283 | 0.2246 | 0.1846 | 0.1885
mandarin | —0.1212 |0.1192**" [ 0.0976 ™ [0.1069 " | 0.1026* |0.1053** | =0.0104 | 0.1709 ***
LS (-1.16) | (3.19) | (2.25) | (4.24) | (1.89) | (2.57) | (-0.19) | (3.89)
N 333 607 623 1 480 423 656 479 553
adj. R 0.2527 | 0.3129 | 0.4211 | 0.3503 | 0.1803 | 0.2743 | 0.3356 | 0.3899
o 0.0261 | 0.0287 | —0.0051 |0.1683"* | =0.0739 | 0.0323 |0.1000* | —0.0571
(0.61) | (1.21) | (=0.15) | (2.90) | (-1.64) | (0.74) | (2.49) | (-0.68)
N 485 957 724 274 335 549 609 142
coss Ladi R 0.3210 | 0.4891 | 0.5108 | 0.4538 | 0.3827 | 0.3049 | 0.3362 | 0.4811
i 0.0028 | 0.0151 | —0.0306 | 0.1135° | 0.0393 | 0.0042 |0.0943° | 0.0373
(0.07) | (0.80) | (-0.96) | (1.87) | (0.90) | (0.10) | (2.62) | (0.57)
N 485 957 724 274 336 549 609 142
adj. R 0.3205 | 0.4885 | 0.5115 | 0.4410 | 0.3766 | 0.3041 | 0.3352 | 0.4804

JE  IARAFAE R — O & KN 95 8 ) (AR S AR B A 1) IBA Rl IH 25 5 ] figd
Al O TR EA 2 BIE SR M 157 31 91, 15 W SE B s it il BE 2 ) 55 . AUt
ATEREAR S F s T 5 XA 5 W IX I OBAS FREA I HLLL CLDS 088 4 A ], 43 5 254§
EYSIeS

F 9 FW @GRS 07 5 KT A A SIS R 0.1146, 5K T 07 35 X N I3 11
(0.1033) , FRULEWRREA T T A AEARAL CRAREA IE S5 2R 0.1038) , (HJZ A AR (9 R B2 A
Ko HIEP AT 8 RZ AL 2 R4 (K52 M, o 1 ] — b IX R B N 1 A 76 A A R Tl SR 4
A TR T AT HRONAT S5 s A 325 O & AT 38 0 DA ) s 25 1L A
TS5 1 32308 35 B % R A A RS2

=9 BAFERMASEAMENRER
A 5 E X ITERN
D ndarin 0.1146* 0.1033 "
(2.17) (6.79)
N 756 4398
adj. R? 0.3616 0.3109

OHRMEELE AL FEFEAIEN LR FT TR (AT L), B, de RAEAN S AW EE
WARER—AF TR, EHARALEFT TR, EHTALENHARRARRE TRRA S TR, mAEKE
B P X R ik A BB AR TR B (B AR AR S A ) AR EANA A X E L
BRITT ERRBZANT TREAER, Wit BHAHLERE LB RFSHE £ 23387 5, HkK
NN A & B i B 6 FT A AR AR B 5 .

QW T IVEass T RMAEHBLHFRANEE KmAAT OLSF)a, ALMRLEREAN OLS T
JaLE R 5 IV Fo PSM %5 R A — 8k,
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SRRE  AREEASIE S 07 X 8, B XO7 i A 1 5 5, IR 445 S A%
R 19 BE R RO 2 R R AR, Sz, G 2R 38 10 34 D B M) ok A A [) 0 75 XA AT
AU, AL, X T SRR, i A T R — 28 AR BIARSC, Sl i (15X K
NBHERR TAE R AL S

hETE

EHVER P AT EATEX, XU AR T GE = A B, [ N IMR 223 % ik
1T TS, LA i Trh AR 205 T AME DRRIGTE S 7 5 DLSCE- B IS B 52 e i
LA TR, AR T8 ULAY CFPS CLDS I CCSS =& E L5 %
P KL T 3 5 0 57 s AR

SRR, R L T DL S FRITTRE ) A 45 W ) AR IR R 2 6 55 Bl 3 IS T AR LA
WENRm , TEHIE T WAEMZE, 458K, HXFT CFPS,CLDS Fll CGSS X — =44 £ h
3o 2,5 Chen 55 (2014) IBFFE A RIS, FRATHL A I 1 538 15 % AR 55k MOl A B3 1)
TTHAT W PR TR AU A AT Ml 52 o DU 8 385 3k 3 2 ol IR 55 oMb ) P Jo ke o 1
RN BRI M 54 ATEACT ,  Ah el 1 X3R4 57 5 2 WA 32 I L3 k3, R i) o
B WA RN 3 X EZE AR A VF 255 83 ok H B0, 15 5 5o
— T[], N HEEEFE b 52 2 , 3 0 A T 280, [RIB 3E 1F 2 TRt 7 22350 ik, IR Ik
AR A AT, el E AR 2 — 2k DL LIS 18 224X CLDS i CGSS il iloar.
Fi8h - TE R e R T AR IR AL B R 2k ORI AT & 25 K, HHFR
BN AT RE S A AE RS BT ; b s X LAAE 5 5 5 o B, BAA 15 250 (B L A5
L. Ba , Wl TS S O sh N T SE MBS X 52

PR, 7R P E 5 SRR i 2 Z2 75 50T 8 S miE Y L E R, AR, T
BEJIRA N E S, DR I 7R 5 A R 5 30 T P B¢ 3 24 b 5 8 355 37 %> N 42
TE 2R B2 BORRIOR 2 a4k
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A Research of the Impact of Mandarin on Chinese Workers
Chen Yuanyuan
(The Center For Economic Research, Shangdong University )
Abstract; As a form of human capital, language, is likely to have an important effect on income.
In this paper, we use three sets of Chinese comprehensive data:the CFPS, CLDS and CGSS and
test the impact of the ability of mandarin on the income of workers. We find that on the whole,
mandarin and individual ability ( listening and speaking) will increase the workers’ income
significantly which is robust while considering endogenous variable. Further, it is found that
mandarin has a significant effect on the wages of service workers, but not for other industries. In
addition, the impact of mandarin on the income of urban workers is also significant, while the
impact on rural labor income is not significant. In addition, the effect of Mandarin in the south is
larger than that in the north, and the influence of Mandarin on the floating population from
different dialect area is greater than that of the population in the same dialect area.
Keywords: Mandarin,Income, Instrumental Variables, PSM
JEL Classification: J31,126

(WG ARBL T R)

(L% 97 )
Firm Productivity and Firm Selection in the Presence of Agglomeration
Economies: The Perspective of Heterogeneous Firm Productivity
Zhang Xin', Zhu Yingming' and Li Yujian®
(1 School of Economics and Management, Nanjing University of
Science and Technology; 2; Rizhao Politechnic)
Abstract; Based on the analytical framework of heterogeneous firm trade theory, this paper
estimates the total factor productivity of firms using a semi — parametric model integrated with
agglomeration economics. Specifically, we study the influence of agglomeration externalities on firm
selection. We have the following findings: the contribution of agglomeration economics on firm
productivity varies by industry; The distribution of productivity exhibits a fat tail, in which firm
selection exists; Agglomeration economies are not significant while firm selection is remarkable;
Finally, the home market effect is the driving force of agglomeration, localization and
urbanization, and it allows plants to spread.
Keywords: Agglomeration Economics, Heterogeneous Firm Productivity, Firm Selection, Sorting
Effect
JEL Classification: C34,D24 ,R39
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