1% % 1%¢

2018 4F4f 4 1Y ECONOMIC REVIEW B 212 1

DOI: 10.19361/j.er.2018.04.09
20T NS
Y B BEATE g I 41 BT K 7 R

BE. KA ME” AREKAAELS TR o E R AREN
AN FTRE & RAE BT R 2E K9 Zahpuhl 473851, F A T 0 B K E 42 20
2 (CHFS 2013) 33 AT BT . AARAI. (1) A2 RNL I R F 2T
AL TR R BRI H B RAL G IWIT BB FEFAAL,; (2) 2R ER2BAIANT AR
BAT I RAE B IP R AR R A LB, (3) BB A F ik 2 7 @ A2 W & Fo gk
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A 2R ATAE B 33T R b 50 B A A 3T T B A3 7 2 Bk X K TR0 R KN R
HEMZRERR, KRXHHRAS TN PERFER X T ERREENZRE
FATH 3 TR RN LT LA TEE L,

KR LML AR MEERITRRE K EMER
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I 1998 4FE4fEFT A Dy 43 JSBE R B il B | 4 1 St A s 20 e 52 AL LK, v [ D i = 1 4
3 T G A R A A R AWK . 2000-2014 45 W T BT B B3 3 B ik 434 12
NETO, B 5 R RS M 2002 4E1) 44% - FHZ 2009 4EHY 73.4% , AE 8K
FENL 15.7%2, SR, FERE P HE 3 K 14 55 75 oK, AR D5 vl S2 AT RE 1 BUIR EIAN 5 AR WL
2007 4F 35 N RFEATHEA 10 TR E A BIE T 10, BERE 1K LR
TR E 20 EAYUI AT T3 5 3L ( Kuang and Li, 2012) 45 B vl 3245 ) 8 28w T8 05 &
KK (Wu et al.,2015) , FFEEThm (4E 5 37 RATAT SZ A 1 2Z [0 0 28 J& 97K 1 ol dnl
Joi B T 2R R B () SN R BE T 5K (Fan et al.,2017)
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FIPREY 5K, 2016 4F i [E L AR AAE B3 BEER BN 16.48 TT 440G, B i ik 5] 1998
A1) 387 A% D B SCHR X Hp R SRR DYk 0 52 i DR 2 R T T RIS, NI sl 24 SRR
o BV i B A A R R P AR R A D IR R SR A T o R LR R (A RFHE ,2013)

AR TFIA SCHRIE T B R W A2 19 0 BT, AR SCHE—25 25 6 b AR DR S R AiE , DA %
ASGERE” AR B A, ST v A B A G O S R R X T AR S TR R A i R A
R RR I, FR B 2013 45 [ K BE 4 R Y (CHFS 2013) £ 548 I A 32%
(1) G S A0 W SATE o 1 e e v o 22 U A A K, e 149% I R A8 1 A3 s KA B 380, 1 s i
86% B FBEFF R B iH 1 AT SR TEF SR B4R B I, R 7R W ok 7% o A S IR A AL 3145
(AR IE R O 29 5 A B A 19 45.4% , 3P B3k -1 I E L (LTV ) SE{UA 35%
AR TEE e 70% 09K, en] O rb L HAG AR D R AR IE RS B2 4, “#h AR
5 A AR SRR S DA G . Sk, A3 b A3 m vk A B A Sk sk L fe v
O TR 3 BRI ST FIE 0 RUBS: () £ SIS | 1330 DL S W, BRI AR FE T 2 B 7K S 5 fl
7t R AE R N TR IR e R R B3 S 5 Tt SRR AR IE R 52 2 18] Bk
£,

ARSCNAT S GEATFNN T BEA A &, 0 B e B A 5 R4 02 3k S 5 R DE 3k 75 oK
PR AR R S R 2R AR S R 38 i SR A AT A 58 B R O [R) R 25—, DAER L 532 i ) [
BT 42 LN 4 2R SR 5 2 X B A LM 3R LA R A i A 58 K 1 A 56 R A =

MY AR 2y & HEMBIT R A7 56 NINAE T S i AR K F , #H 2 W 4% A1
il ER 0] J PR TE A 3 LA AT o A Dt 28 AR A 1 52 2 75 A 6 p k7 %
X IR ) S 7 2 e Bt 2 72 X0 4 Rl T 3 2 R 7K ST RIS A R P AN o P 7K AR B S i
FRIE? ASCHIMFSE A B FiR B BT = FEREENE I RAT N, 8B X 8L SCHk
HEATH R N AR E 7 U4 il As e oA B

Z NEGREHRIESR

(—)IHERR HENEERREMAR

AR L A o SR S e AL B B B A EAR Z M —Fh AL ) H
TRRI A3 5L [BF AR NG IRIEZE [ ) M 48 0GR (Granovetter, 1985) , PRt /E A4t 45 %¢
AR —AHERE A2 P28 7 55 AT RN — i B D8 2 BEAS ) T 2 06 ( Putnam, 1993)
BT AR ORI ERE 27 o3 A 3 T A2 I 2 N7 ) S LRI AL 23 I 45 117 4 1
JE 2 (Uzzi, 1999) S5 EXTAE S 48 3047 T X, I T LLS5S % & ( Granovetter, 1985) | 451
i ( Burt and Celotto,1992) AR EREIE D A E T AL ALK 2T E X
2 (Putnam, 1993) , 2= & WAL AT A (0L | 5 B8 W 6T 55 AR B2 AT A5 ( Neuwirth,

OB RF P BAARLAAT(2016 F 5 va % b BE B AMATRE)
QB34 27t REAL PEEIRGAES X Z(FXFR) RN R AR MK TR, R
I 3 BT B0 R B Ao R 69 32 F (Granovetter, 1985) o “ 4 MR 7 IR A A S LA T R E L 4
MEFSBRAE FPCRREN (BN RRAFA R RZ) o AREN (BEF>RAKREREZ 5 R
R RIE R ) s o, RR M LAAS BB Aoz B R i G 450 K47 E % 49422 F R (Burt and
Celotto,1992)
116



%’ a%{%{é 2018 4F55 2 #

2002) , 1 5E T RKEERIFE2 P28 BEAE T B 22 A4 S8 2 AN I, AT B T4 v X g SO
REAR A A= A R AZ Sy LA, DT e 4 58 iy 1) 35 TG, A7 %% 3 57 &b 117 37 1 7 ( Bowles and
Gintis,2002) , {EAF A, ZEDAOUL 4 DR SR Ty T, R ST FE R I KSTAL S I 28 1A 25 0%
A B T RO E SR e R R T A KB B TR F v, 25 I 28412 236 AH B O 6 1
IR R G RTS8 %A TR B AN BRI S B0 108 72 VR | 39 ) 28 435 1)t , DA T
SO 28 TRl Y (Uzzi , 1999) (FKEE &R 2 5 5 4Rl i £ (Guiso et al.,2000) | LA K& A&
PR EE B R (I 0§55 ,2011) o FROMIESEHE 4L 25084 B B & 4 —E BB P A
TR IR 22 12 1 <7 F2E 3 1A ( Madestam , 2014 ) | 1K 6-{E TF 030 20 46 P F 7T i
BB SR HE R 2 XUBS: ( Fafchamps and Lund ,2003) .

A SCHR AR B AT, Ao A5 TE A B 1 PE O P RE A% 55 Ak 1 BN X AR R BT 19 3 7
JRUS: 305 Joa) 436 P el i A5 T R A A ) 23 Wl 25 IR T IR B M 3 ) 5B B8 DL SRR 1) 8
AR RAGHE 2 BEA T BT THRAM BT 55K o PRI, AR SCHRE s 5 — SRS R 3 (B8 A%
D).

B — AL R W 24 0 MR AR 5% B 2 38 3 AR & TTA R AR ] B RAZ B 3837 58 AL F A AR

(Z)ANEER EREFSEREMRE

NN GAGE @S BF AR T A BESE T 1 B LAY, i 55 32 R g
SEAF B TR LI BEAS 0 T 2 L 28 5 1 RO F [ e 5 LA J 24 F ( Lucas, 1988) o %
N E s R AR5 5 SRS RIS A SCIRZ DLERIEDS N Rl AR Hehe
[ AR IR M AT BEAR 1) F 2RI AR 1 ( Neuwirth ,2002)

FERER IR Y H s B, &R R IR T E R R NRKE TS 5 RHE 2
FEAL AR IS 2 T H AN E (Campbell , 2006 ; Lusardi and Mitchell,2011; P #8345 2014)
IRAT 5T A B0, 46 Fil 2% 5 e () AR A S I 1] 4% 5 A0 W 5 B 28 (Jappelli and Padula,2013)
TEFGTA A T3 I, 46 Fal 28 F i i BRI 80 £ AR S AN AL B AS 1 ik RURS: fi & | IR 2o 2
{57 S5 TE S 28 B2 4 R L TR ( 52 TLEL4E,2006) , NI AT S8 BE 4 fl %% P2 455 ( Christelis et al.
2010) HEET13%2 5 (Van Rooji et al.,2011) FIJE %% {5 72 4H A ( Disney and Gathergood ,2011)
HARZEWREEM, A B TR K E R H & 89 5 7 M4k % (Lusardi and Mitchell
2013) o FLARZAE: D7 #1040 BE 3T 375, 46 il 2K SR 2% W30 R R AR 5247 04 (Klapper et al.
2013) ; G Fil Z SRR B2 HAT o 1 D OMAS (Lusardi and Scheresberg, 2013 ) , BARAYBE5K
EA] ( Campbell ,2006)

S5 SCRR A AT T, JaE R Y 4 R R TR KO- i 5 el £ B R 3 v X T AR TE AL A R i LA
B TERRAR K 2 TR] A B AS XU 14 4 T, 532 0] 2 e o A5 1) 7oy b R4 T W a7 o 1A Bk (A
) LIS 2 AR DA B () MITR SR 5 BE 4 Rl K TR /K AR B AR, s X T
HRATEAR TE RS 0 BEer )84 0 XU o) R A 45 31 78 3 TR, AT B0 TR IE M
A R AT AR ) <6 il 2R TRt 25 P A SR BE RS T3 B I Ik AN B8 2H 5 M E Gy sk 2 | A
] Z WAt 8 e A G AL AR, 7T BB 32— 0 X TE AR AR AR O L 3 T oK 72 AR 5 1 %00
PRI AR SCHE H 56 AN F R (R (2 Q) .

B3R = . & fhsn it 2B LA ) AR RAC S B RAE 5 38637 5T B A Fa MUAE

(=) AAREGHSMBEREFK

AT SCHRXS T -2 GEATI A1 BEAS B 58 55 g i, 567015 7€ 1 23 T 26 R 46 il 2K 5%
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X F F R 4 R 3R 17 B 252 M) ( Campbell , 2006 ; Guiso et al.,2000) , {HAE W 53 AL 5 1 247
TER X FE AT N BEAS R o073 B IR, 2 R 30 I Ao 58 A 17 37 A A= PE AL A A PR35
Zia BRSO T N R A A 23 51 A Bt 5 ) A B BB , A SO D B R AR S5 R 1Y
LA JE RATE B R DR R s i AL (AR 1) o ZRBEAE B T S A4 BT DR ) — > T
FHERE R - ARG, K B AP FECRE L E (IR A
&) ok F R B A B AR TE RS 3K (55 RE A2 R 28 RUARE 5 55 DL R N PR A5 M s UTAOG )
SR T BT D AT A S ) Jo A ) i B B, A PR S RN R R it 2 L2 B DA
M R AL 2T B2, RIS A P s SR A &K i T, 58 T 22 54k WAk
AR A 25 BEAS R G A7 A — o ARG R B B & il R A7 B T BN A 2 AR
%) B AR T RS, PRLIE N T 8 A 2 3 et 3 Wi i R 0T e 2 1 A AR 8 L S AR 19 [
B, 20 Ja AT AR bRy Sk £

(EAS T AR 7 XS5 B e J7 T8, A BT 9% & 91, AR IE ALAE B3 X 1E A4 F B9 5% Hh VR
T J | 58 LA KA 1l X R 550 (34 1555, 2011 ), BT 2 28 i AR T RILAE SO0 HIE A
BEHBT ARV 5 4 T 37 1 & K- B UIAHOG (Li and Yi,2007) o FEAMA S BTPEJr 1, 3
AWEGEHE WA PR o 1 R E S 25 5 52 BIUE AR 20 o, DATIRT A T R B 300 A B v 4K
3 ( Struyk and Patel ,2009) , PRIL, BEASZE 4 5 HEP BT 30FT 2K 19 0C JR 2 AR Bl 4 il i 4 & Jé oK
- Rh B LA G BE AN 28 M Y 22 S 3R I S B MR AR

454 i 4 A R FHCHR DR SR 3 & R , AL SIHILAR 0 71 B 1 A, AR SCRR 5 = A
TR R e (BR®)

BIR = EH RGN ARG AN AZHIHGHEALT AL LR E AR
JE RAL B AT AR F A T BMAL , Z 0 7T BRARIE R B 69 &k 7 39 LR KT Fe £ 1084
FRAAAR 6 TR 7 T AR I B 5 AR AE

| BANR AR |

<&
R

1 BRI R %
QEFLRHO
C
BARE . i 7O
R RERS D %é®\\\ wenk |50 pns
( I
3420
AT RKE R ARFA |- (e iR
%) Sk sk

1 ARCHFFRIESR

= RS RIER

(—) BEskiR
AR SCAH FH 2013 AE78 B W 42 K2 v [ 58 i 4 Al R 2 ( CHFS 2013) 088 FF J@ SEiE i 57
CHFS HEARE fE 4 29 M (BIR X HEET) ,262 A~ H 1 0484 X (1928 143 77 ZKJE R
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Bt WO TOU)Z R FBE BALHE Y D5 B ARV R A BURE SRR A T B
PSS ORBEFNORRS N CVRRIE R shall 17 50 55 7 T

AR SCH JETE CHES 2013 1928 143 FEAS b 5l S ik 2R 101 5 1 25008 (91 an i e e Ak 11,
PR 500 -5 K B A 1 AZTTRIE N ) , 018 3k 1524 158 MFEAR, HFAC
ISR G2 R vh E R SR E | DR S B3 4 0 AR AR AN G BEARE AR 3R A5 10 402 3B S FE AR
B =20 B TRESEEEARFEA SCOT I A, R A e 2 B e T A A 5 R, i
35198 812 MREAS

(Z) EZEFIT 5%t

F T PO B % 4 A N A WIS SR TE L AR A T BRI TE R 3K, R I AR SCHE SEE A
5 TP A U W A R A e 0 455 5% JAE TE W SIS A P e S 75 1 AT IR B ORI IR B R, LA I
7 1] 5 WU A8 AR 30 BV

TEAT 2 W 28 0 R BRI BE sk e ok B9 5% b, AR 38 559 26 R AR ( Granovetter, 1985) | 1 &[]
2% B[R] LSl A AR RS e | S R A B A T L T A S R O R
i — 2045 G i E R R SO SRR 2318 5o, AR SO RE 2 N 2891 [l Ak 25 X 4% i B 7 1
D7 A AT 2 PO L8 bR o FEAL 23 IS B T, AR S 1% ) 30k A 1) 23 OB o (hnum ) 2
TAE—ZIRTT (D_city] ) AF A ACERAR &t [ 3k J A8 09 2% UEGE B 2 W AE A AGHE SRR
WL FE S ML T OS54 2 o0 Ak 2 D TR B, — 2 3k 71 W 7 1 7 Rkt
SHARE D M ESMNEIERAR, EiS MR E T, BT EREN S W% 2R
FREKECR MR EZ W H i E 2 X EAL SR (IR, 2011) AR CHE
T CHFS A& RIS R F hB &R H LA EFH LA HWALE SR RIA R
S A X WS SN A AR BEAL B AR AR AR (social_inc) o J3 50, T A2 1L P LD
PRIAR o [ 7 2 58 R BE SR 7 e A 5 S (I 55,2011 ) |, DAL 25 FiAE AR T 5 Ry R Ak
Mo H T AT LB RS A S R EZ N R AR SCE #2 5 J8 A 7E B J5 ( D_south)
PE AR B AR &

R TR AN B SR AL T B AR ASHE & (BT T A I TR (R 3K ) S NSRS (A
PERE S (R TH 225 SR a0 RS (& P IR iF 85 4 ) (Lusardi
and Mitchell ,2013; Klapper et al.,2013) , RFEICHESL A SC o3 i NG Rl OCTE | 4 il > Fn 4
REE ST = R MR R &R SR, TE&ROCHE T, £H%F CHFS 2013 Ay« Z U5 E 1 &
WS BE Ko A Rl R 8 43 (8 FP I R 2855 4 Rl 'y TG %) 45 B DG TR R B8 Ay | AR SR AR
SR ARG B Bl g SO DGR 2 < il T ) £ .7, v At s il O T2 110 R LA B
D_concern, TEAB=:2] )71, EF%F CHFS 2013“ %75 ik STk 4 m K R AR I, f el 4
filir > W MERVAS B D_felass, TEARURE 1 5T, A SRS 2 73 SR 3 3i 57 I i Fn 4 9%
JRURSE [R] AL Il 2B I DL e T, % 1 RHT A B 36 [ Ay 24, 3 174 3nk B RS 4 b 2R 3% /K O iR
T, 2% Van Rooij 5 (2011) FIF &S (2014) B 7L, AR SCA R R AR 5 A1 245 B R
R TR HTE BT AR S RlGE T 2 AR A, OF i — 20X R 1 iy 6 A8tk kAR 32 K1
BT 7500 T E A RLEE 1 TR AR fability .
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BB M AT AR ASTAL T ERAERAEFIRATRRE R

=1 EREFEXTENSITSH

5P 2R TR R B (%) FHR (%) ANHIES AR (%)
FES 13.35 46.45 40.20

kil 3B 5 AR 16.76 40.48 42.76
FF R 34.09 7.52 58.39
ES 76.20 19.60 3.80

wE il 82.60 8.60 8.50
R 48.20 24.80 26.60
S 67.10 22.20 9.40

£ i85 K 75.20 13.40 9.90
F TR 52.30 13.20 33.70

7T 238 H% K B Van Rooij 57 (2011) , £ B & #% & A Lusardi = Mitchell (2011)

LA g AR F A P R RRIE AR (O AR RS D MR IR IR 2 A R
JE O RS A E D) FREERHEAE B ( KEEWAGKT REEfEE KT EFEAND S JLEA
i), DA B [ A X R A &, 20 AR SCHHE TR X2 BT 2 B Al 1
FIY- X508 B TET AR A W 001, VR A3 s (B A AR AR £, DB KRR B B £ 5 A (B R - K4 £
YR N AE R, FEAN R LIRS TN R 2,

%2 FETSHNEN RERESIT
A EX Obs. Mean Std.D

A2 R R

D_informal RBETEW) FAL BT R T 6 3 A A2 (#h#=1) | 8812 | 0.321 0.467

informal KAL) FAE G bt 6] F BN A B EH (T L) 8 812 | 10.638 7.946

D_morigage RBEAE W) FAE G A R BT BATIRIP B ( 3 =1) 8812 | 0.197 | 0.398

mortgage KT W) FAE B B FAT AT R R E R (F L) 8812 | 2.359 | 9.337
HAAENEXRELF

hnum B R EAE 89 3 A E 8812 | 3.599 1.492

D_cityl AL BAELE—ZRT(A=1) 8812 | 0.409 | 0.492

social_inc RIEAEIER (T L) 8 812 3.738 3.854

D_south AGERBAEES T (BH=1) 8812 | 0.376 | 0.484
EREIELE

D_concern ERXER(EFRERERE=T) 8812 | 0.130 | 0.336

D_felass AT it paERE(EdE=1) 8812 | 0.092 | 0.290

fability B F o541 ik it ST 5] 0 A ak A 3647 8812 |-0.039 | 0.897
P E A R RAZ B

headage P EFE 8812 |49.023 | 13.012

male FEEA(F=1) 8812 | 0.772 | 0.420

married P ISR EHE=1) 8 812 0.907 0.291

OF BB FIERERTZRM AL RAELEG, AR EER P IINT Fibe)F 75,
QCHFS A R AP R TR EA—LK BRELFNAZTAB? (1.3 KK &5 IR R
B ;2.9 & R o83 B4R 69 R B ;3. F 39 e T34 WAk 69 R B ;4.9 R e s AR BI IR 49 R B ;5. R B &K
FAEAT R ) " Fo“ o R ILAE R IR H BT SR E —K BA 100% 8B K iF4 0000, & B 5
=R A 50% LA K 1F10 0000, 50% B MUA AT L LR B R ERRIK? (1.5 —3K ;2.8 =K)”, &
LK —AFARRF 1 R 2, BB AP AR AF 2 69 UALE R &34
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gk2 FETEWE X KRS T
s EX Obs. Mean Std.D
P2 A T REAKRAT G

D_risker REARGEZIFH (R ZIFHE=1) 8812 | 0.297 0.457
income jj?g;\ éfﬂg\‘)( (agiaf%'ri”i)“ﬁiﬁ A g g10 | 9275 | 62.589
saving REMERRA(T L) 8812 | 3.925 | 14.669
share_young 18 % B AT MR EF & KB i &2t 8812 | 0.032 | 0.092
share_old 60 % Z A s R AE & R EOL 8812 | 0.168 | 0.299
local_pti AR X R 8 0 F 3 BN e 8812 | 0.718 | 0.077
area AR R 0 ¥ A m AR (R oK) 8812 [82.996 | 64.801

=2 B AR BRI 2 ST AT 70 4L, A0 4L e] 22 5 b 47 o K, 6K
3 af AACEE, A1 HREA T A AR SR M 22 , BT 2 55 4E B IR DRk i) 2 ez 2 B i 3 o A9
TR ), B ) 4 Rl S T JRE | il > MR A e SRR ) <6 il 8 0 /K SF- , (H B0 3 B D
SR R SC AR R e A S 22 (9 [RDT RS | S e 1Y H AL AR K454

%3 SERREFGITRABES ¢ 101

A hL TCHCAT O K K HEAP T K -

HA B8 FEA g

D_informal 7018 0.353 1794 0.198 0.155*
informal 7018 11.424 1794 7.566 1.540 "
hnum 7018 3.612 1794 3.549 0.063 "
D_cityl 7018 0.392 1794 0.481 -0.089 ™
soctal_inc 7018 3.822 1794 3.410 0.412 "
D_south 7018 0.379 1794 0.367 0.012"
D_concern 7018 0.100 1794 0.198 -0.098 ™
D_felass 7018 0.085 1794 0.111 —0.026 ***
fability 7018 -0.043 1794 0.023 -0.066 "

o e e DR RTAE 10% 5% 1% KT R F
(=) SRkt
ARIEAS SR DA FE IR, SRR o B A P D AT 520 BT IR R i Y A2
FIHT logit BRI Heckman W A3 73 A4 2 9 28 0 <5 Bl 2R 5% ) iy R AT: B3 HIRA D3 AL A A 6%
DB A2 BYSENE 3 25 — 20 HE T N AR L Sl ma ) AR, b i R PE M A B R R 22 S 2 e [l 1
BRI SR = B Bt/ ATk 2t 2 I 28 0 4 il R 77 0k i B AT o 1R DR AR 3 R 6%
e S A LT[ DO R i
S A RSN
D_mortgage” = +a, X, +a,,Y, +control,+& .
D_mortgage=1 if D_mortgage” >0
D_mortgage=0 otherwise
D_informal* =a,,+oy, X, +a,, Y, +control +&,,
D_informal=1 if D_informal” >0
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D_informal=0 otherwise
Inmortgage = o,y +a,, X+, Y, +Hlambda,, +control .+,
Ininformal = a,, +o, X, +a,, Y, +lambda,, +control ,+y,,

Hori D_mortgage 3% 7~ WLEL B 19 2 76 W S AE r i 2 B AT AR s B LA &5 D _
informal & 78 98 BE AL W 3K AT B ) 2 45 1] 2% O A A6 30 [ U722 & D_mortgage ™ FlI
D_informal ™ Z&7ANA] N B 1A & (Llatent variable) ;mortgage 327~ Z8 BEAE W SEAF g A 1A T4
PROEHCEAN , informal F78 G BETE NG SKAT B I 1l 3% WO A A ORI, X, 27 2 [l 0 g 3 ]
ARt ALAE PR RE AR (P EAR R ARV TT MRS AR IRDIR O 2 BOE AR L XU S
JE)  FRERAEE B (FBEWA KT FIEMEE KT CEFEANT S LA B ) A
(ER A & (X Z AT B A -2 B AR ) 5 Y Y, 3R AR T R4 [m] 9 1Y) 22
SfbAE R, Hrh Y, FOR MR L E (RSO SR I I REE ) E &) Y, Kot
23 W28 A0 e (ALFE AL 0 28 0 ] | 42 DO 2 iR 2 A8 £ ) 5 comtrol, 3 735 W) o IS) ] R b 1X. g 45148
i, lambda, Fllambda,, 535 P & 75 HEATHRHN BRI 0 A5 1] 3% WO A ) I SR 75
K IR M L, T T8 IEARRAS R A 5%

S AP Il P SIERE R ANT

H—BrE

mortgage, =o o, X, +a, Y . +control 46,

informal, = a,, +a,, X+, Y, +control  +6,,
H mortgageﬁ%ﬁ? R =5( D_mortgage ) 5 HEH B3 R ( Inmortgage) ;informal, TR
EIERHE ZR L RE ( D_informal ) 5153080 (Ininformal ) , X, .Y, FY,, .control, [ & L 55—

— 3, G5 — W Bl H, 315 N AE YR AR B mortgage, Rl informal, (Y 4 11 1H mortgage, F
informal, ,
BB

mortgage, =y .ty X, +v .Y, +ysinformal ,+control,+9

informal, =y,,+y,, X, +Y,, Y, +75s n@ei +control,+9,,

B ab 4 A 1 B9 N A AR 18 mortgage, Fllinformal, FH 55 — 2615 2| {1 81 & 18 n@ei il
informal, {CEs A5G ZRU AT, AR5 3045 7 PR 1 5% 22 1, ) P9 25 1R 450 152 25 03
J5 22V Kt 5 2E W05 2 — B THEL

o = BB

LASE — AR B W TR 22 )7 26 D J5 22 FE R A R | 1) S/ — e idefi T4 31 =
W Bt/ At T HE, LU 558 28 Gt b A [6) 254 J7 A AL 152 22 30 22 ) 9 AH DG P X A 114
JE R

7o | SEHE S #h

(—) EFORRAGTFOR R 200 E =
ARSCE ST A (9 #42 , FIH logit LAY Heckman P28 70 A #2928 11 45 il
FIRN JE BAT B AR DM AR A0 ST FOMR = R A R [T U 45 SR ANk 4,
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x4 R A st eJ EUEEEE S
A5t (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
- D_informal | D_mortgage | Ininformal Inmortgage | D_mortgage Inmorigage
hnum 0.0671 " 0.608
’ (6.33) (2.99)
. -0.131™ 0.0186
D_cityl (=4.21) (0.04)
Insocial inc 0.00688" 0.0679
- (1.78) (1.60)
0.109 ™ 0.346
D_south (3.63) (0.86)
D concern 0.115™ 2.541™
- (2.47) (2.60)
0.196 ™ 3.683 ™
D_felass (3.73) (2.46)
g 0.118™ 2.843*
Jability (5.57) (2.94)
iy 0.074™ 0.060 "
abilityCom (3.01) (4.02)
. 0.034 " 0.026 ™
educationCom (2.82) (5.96)
experienceCom 0(' 24787* ;* (z g 3223*)*
3.491
lambdal (0.93)
27.15™ 24.27
lambda2 (2.61) (2.59)
X Iz 4 1% %) Iz 4 1z %) % 4 Iz 4
Control =% el =4 el =4 =4
cons -0.107 -2.773™ -4.070 -75.76™ -4.125™ -1.939*
- (-0.33) (=7.07) (-0.67) (=2.45) (-6.69) (-3.88)
siema cons 6.950 " 7.122™ 0.761 ™
sgma _con: (54.43) (45.45) (21.10)
N 8 812 8 812 2 656 1 794 8 812 1 794
LR chi2 2667.81 692.74 1600.72 163.71 3245.22 554.32
Prob>chi2 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Log likelihood -4059.14 -4105.04 -6200.73 -4800.59 —-4043.81 -4861.34

ok wek

LEEx SRR TE 10% 5% 1% KR-FRF EFTAA M, X AT ERMEE S (P 58,

File Py A BRI B A AR R RIS, RRRAEE F (FRREANKT RRMERT £
FAT L JLEFA D GIL) ML KEE 5 (AR E@E-F ¥ 5ERN LT 351 5 @A) ; Control
R B R fe R EWE Z ) lambdal #o lambda2 Hi% K R AT,
(T 4 1) PN, R 2 IS 8 3 72 B RS2 75 DA S B A 5 LA B
FEREIA [R5 O RBR Z2 ( ZEE | o A 7 — = 2T i) R TR A A A s R
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BB M RASTARAATAL T BRAERALZIAT I RE K

2 B T ARAG AR IE RSO0 SR s LA TRk ik BEBOR M e , S A A 7 g |, 32 3 4L i
TR R R A IR g 6 DR R AR 5l BE K By R A R U A AR S, X e — 205 8 T2
P28 X TR IE AR B A AR T 1 — 20 AR A 25 R (3 ) ZERS AR A S M g 152 1)
FAFT AL ERATIXS Tk AR IE M RS A B A TR a2, [ 45 R 900 SR T A S
R — MR

[F 3, AR EE R (2) MPIEZER (4) RO &Rl 2 Ma e ) =2 11y
FREA R RIE W S Rl 2l i A ) B ASE 20 e RATE B A DR OME A8 DR
B LR TE [a) 520, A A5 3 53

SR TR AT DX 5 48 Rl 2R IR 1 e AR AR — € AR SCE . il dn , 208 7K F- RE 8 Y
ST D0 4 Rl SRR S ARE s ) LR BE 0, A B 9% LAk R 4 Eil 7 i (Lusardi and
Mitchell ,2011) ; N=R G Rl Tl 5 55 b = Al 1 Js R fE R A 2 i SRR 2 548w
(Hogarth and Hilgert,2002) , FATE—25 % A 320053530 09 75 0] A M pUR & 208 7K
A g DL R R S AR B A T AR A A O I ZE R (5) F(6) Wom , AEFE i T AH M, 4l
ESDUEIR NN A I RITE S NNCE Sl & QPP PN St Vi PR ASEi R LN e e 5T 3
R R B A, #2033 T AR MR,

(Z)AEEFHEH

AR S50 M 4 Rl 2R I M 23 ) 2 X0 T B AT D R AR B R 3 AN S OB 32 i 1) % arfy
PE. IAZERWER 5,

F FHZE AT A, D_mortgage , Inmortgage , D_informal , Ininformal B R85 M5, i T
TEFEE P FERFAE AR B G R AR AR FERIAE e o (A B i 2510 T, S TE RLAR O 28 (i
JEE) FIAE AR B 3 (AR ) Z LA B B O R . BAHAORTE B (1) A8k & T
FE2 W28 U] 5 FE 10 28 B T2 A MR IOIT A A s B 3 52 s X0 T el (3) , #E 25 )
28 (1% 0 LR i I AR B AT) 0T T 1B AR 1E AL DR I MR LG T T 2, DALt 2 TR B AR T LA
ML AN 5 HEAR DT A8 2 [R] BAT 1 385 1 B AR OC 3R |, Ak 2 IO 9% 1 LSS AR i 88 2 ol 4 2%
BEA AU i BT 55 A DR 3R B RS 7 At g 5l Inl A5 2R (2) Fl(4) vh 4 il
K ERF LN MEREh = 2B RIS B ENIE # - LHE T MR sEDT
NTTGEARLZRXS 5 AT DA BE 3 3 R0 BT S 7 A T [l 523X 5 AR ST 55 = MR
W&

A ST RIARGE T A] A, 5575 5 A8 R G AR L, 3R B IRAR e RS 4 il 3R 71 47K P AR A
B, X FEE A A 3R IR L GERORRE FE  , 45 & SEIERT 9T R RO 1E S B4, AT DL e
A TR B AT A 4 il 2R SR K RS TR AR AR I R B S AR R XU ) 7
B30 780 AR AN % B 200 TR E USSR s i, i —28 ) th THE S TEAE F
CIETERUAE RO X T B ARA AR BF CERLE BF) T3 BAT — @ A8 A0, T4 /N 1 HE A %
AT AR

it £ & o o M, KAV IAZ 2] Z A E 6 £ R, 2 5 A 4 8k R T (abilityCom) . 2Rk FH
(educationCom) Fo &k 2 ¥ (experienceCom) . AV B te A AR T3 T Emo o2 EiE, A
LRTalEH k&,
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x5 RNEB N EZEIFE R
A (1) (2) (3) (4)
- D_informal D_mortgage Ininformal Inmorigage
-0.442™
D_mortgage (~4.06)
. -0.157™
D_informal (-8.21)
Inmortgage ~0.113"
(-2.28)

. -0.113™
Ininformal (=6.75)
o 0.00531 ™ 0.142*

(2.16) (9.89)
. -0.0196 " -0.0413
D_cityl (-2.70) (-0.99)
Insoctal_inc 0.00132 0.0149™
- (1.49) (2.99)
0.0173™ 0.104 ™
D_south (2.53) (2.57)
D concern 0.0257* 0.259*
- (2.45) (2.04)
0.0568 ™ 0.621™
D_selass (4.44) (4.13)
. 0.0268 ™ 0.216 ™
Jability (5.74) (3.86)
63.95™"
lambdal (185.59)
5.320""
lambda?2 (6.35)
X ¥4 241 =4 324
Control 24 241 24 F2 4
cons -4.948 ™" -0.392"" -71.48™ 5.320™
B (-46.42) (-4.30) (-113.19) (6.35)
N 8 812 8 812 1 794 1 794
RMSE 0.3666551 0.3914079 1.828252 4.012323
chi2 6335.47 837.55 41464.53 1035.29
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

G e e AR T 10% 5% 1% K F R F 455 WA i, X, Control lambdal F= lambda2
FEARAKA,

(=) Bl sl SRR

SRR G AIA I GEAKE T it I ST 16 65 P 5060 T 2 P 5
AT T 10 2 KPR B0 A 4 S 5 2 At S SR R AR SCalE— 2 164743
ZNCIUE

ey X 4 il & KOV 2003-2013 AEFEAR BT FE A 13 FPHC I BE 3K 7 GDP L FL4E
MR, BRI R B P o SR A P IS GDP LT/ T4 T A1 B A
PRERCN, A SR KT 2, 5 SO SRR RKOF# , FASE R 6.
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O B RASTRAATAL FERME RAEFHRITTRE R
=6 SRUKESRANEEIN M EEEVELE
G il A S KSR Gl A SRR Sl A S KA Gl A SR e
A (D) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
D_informal |D_mortgage| D_informal |D_mortgage| Ininformal | Inmortgage | Ininformal | Inmortgage
D morteaze| ~0-298 - -0.233"
—nortgage | (_n 37) (-1.81)
. -0.163™ -0.119™
D_informal (=5.66) (~4.54)
Inmortgage -0.0721 -0.167"
gag! (-1.31) (=2.07)
Ininformal -0.140™ -0.0876 "
(=5.80) (-3.76)
hnum 0.00423 0.00524 0.120™ 0.167 ™
(1.21) (1.44) (6.09) (7.99)
D citvl -0.0189" -0.0239™ -0.00691 -0.0683
—cuny (-1.87) (-2.27) (-0.12) (-1.03)
Insocial ine 0.000668 0.00230 " 0.00993 0.0204
S (0.52) (1.85) (1.42) (2.93)
D south 0.0192° 0.0216™ 0.174™ 0.0455
- (1.94) (2.12) (3.16) (0.77)
D concern 0.0217 0.0452" 0.115 0.494 ™
- (1.38) (2.57) (0.71) (2.49)
D_felass 0.0788 ™ 0.0467 0.677™ 0.547™
(4.07) (2.36) (3.42) (2.43)
fabilit 0.0296 ™ 0.0297 ™ 0.184™ 0.239 ™
Y (4.09) (4.17) (2.43) (2.92)
66.08 63.10™
lambdal (156.15) (125.51)
5.634™ 3.806 "
lambda2 (4.32) (3.34)
X 241 241 241 24 24 ¥4 F2 4 241
Control =4 F2 4] F2 4 F2 4 F2 4 F2 4 F24H F2 4
cons -5.086"" | =0.473™" | =5.008 ™" | —=0.414™" | =72.94™" | -6.230"" | =70.40™" | -4.451""
- (=35.67) | (-2.95) | (-39.98) | (-3.33) | (=77.61) | (-3.44) | (-79.81) | (-3.11)
N 4 426 4 426 4 386 4 386 1316 1316 888 888
RMSE 0.442199 | 0.406511 | 0.492121 | 0.37635 | 3.655015 | 4.138812 | 5.251736 | 3.971388
chi2 1248.33 376.94 1141.48 545.01 2739.6 563.51 1411.88 606.92
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
FEL o e sk R ERTE 10% 5% 1% KFBE 35 A A 15, X, Control. lambdal #= lambda2 %
T4 LR A4,

FEMAAREVERY T2 T7 11, % Diaz—Serrano (2005 ) FJ5 1%, 1 TAEL K S22 A K
S P PO T A R R S AT THRL AR ZE | TER 22 4 XHE - n] SISO B FU LA
O Y Z AR i B9 72 BE /N T2 T BB B B i 4%

S WSO A AN 7 1 AE R i 25 R B Y 7 4
I, FE R AN EVEAR” , 2, 78 SO WAATRE MR, BIHE R AR 7,

DBARAEA A . InY, = C+X,xB+resid, , = ¥V, K HE 4G T I EBN X, 2

—

ty3

BE4F AE,

QP EIRGAME

o P EMRLSFIR P EGRA P EGZHAKRFCIFEAAT FPF FH AHEA L) FEORL

HBRU(AALLERALR T SAFALRT T MAAETE RELLT LT B

ERER, R H¥eratio, N Fy FAEBN T # %169 38 47 (eratio, =
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=17 AT REESRANEESNZMAEFZEHER
WA 5E A WA 5 P v WA S PEAIG WA S P
AL
SR (D) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
D_informal |D_mortgage| D_informal |D_mortgage| Ininformal | Inmorigage | Ininformal | Inmorigage
D morteae| 0193 -0.987 """
—MOTELEL | (~1.46) (-4.31)
. -0.130™" -0.141™
D_informal (~4.84) (~5.26)
Inmortease -0.107" -0.104
gag (-1.70) (-1.29)

. -0.107"™ -0.118™
Ininformal (=4.34) (=5.13)
hnum 0.00214 0.0117™ 0.146 ™ 0.143 ™

' (0.63) (3.21) (6.90) (7.50)

D citvl -0.0334™" -0.0111 -0.0561 -0.0421
<y (-2.93) (-1.20) (-0.83) (-0.84)
Insocial inc | 0-:000291 0.00281 ™ 0.0105 0.0174™
- (0.23) (2.15) (1.36) (2.85)

D south 0.0153 0.0231™ 0.157* 0.0656

= (1.52) (2.40) (2.59) (1.21)

D concern 0.00148 0.0499 ™ 0.0692 0.436™

- (0.14) (2.90) (0.38) (2.42)
D_felass 0.0226" 0.0754™ 0.560 0.622*

(1.66) (3.57) (2.70) (2.82)
fability 0.0198 ™ 0.0207 ™ 0.201 ™ 0.185™
) (3.45) (2.82) (2.48) (2.36)
62.43™ 64.80""
lambdal (116.03) (135.83)
5.076 ™ 6.874™
lambda2 (4.67) (5.61)
X F2 41 241 241 ¥4 ¥4 F= 4 I 4 =4
Control 241 241 241 24 24 F2 4 F2 4 241
cons -5.125™" | =0.373™" | =5.612™" | =1.079™" | =71.80 ™" | =5.584 ™" | =72.14™" | -8.759™"
- (=37.64) | (=2.79) | (=21.97) | (=7.73) | (=76.43) | (-3.76) | (=79.16) | (-4.54)
N 4 448 4 448 4 364 4 364 1 340 1 340 906 906
RMSE 0.483617 | 0.385335 | 0.515142 | 0.395919 | 4.620434 | 3.978663 | 4.443988 | 4.140851
chi2 1027.65 435.99 1176.35 490.16 1641.71 619.71 2327.74 600.22
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
FE. o wx wek R ERTE 10% 5% 1% KFBE 5 AA 15, X, Conirol lambdal F= lambda2 %
FA LR A4,

SRR ZE R R TG Xt T B A < < il A SR K P /IR B S EE , R BOULA 1A
WA E P /AR B ZKEE , AR IEALR R (B ) AR B 43R B0 (WU ) Z TR
A RFRBASE R, R ARS8 1 7 SEARBLER i BAT D A DR A 5 R DY L

A IE ()5

ALy A 470 1) 2 3 N3 AR 2 GEA X T Js B AT B IR DYk A7 A

Wi 5 4k 2 O 24 F RS T i 1 2% 3l e 4 2 A RBURE Jy AT D IR B 3 ME =3 R B3k

=24
wo

M) FLAT X o
b — 28 % AT, AR TE LA A 5 H A DT R 55 H A RO T T A 3k Tl <6 il A2 Jé /K-
RHYZBE MCAANAE 1 R B 5 2 B 5 5 S 2K TR (2 I 455 DR 306 1R D e 16 O R Wi
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AR, 25 S T A AR,
i EEMRR

(—) &REFHNAEEEBT A E

TEA AR R 5 R RAE SR T R A B A 42 96 Durbin—Wu—Hausman A6 56 4 fill =T A
PR ES R KIRAE 1% /K- L3R4 T ARAFAE N Ak BB, BRI 4 Rl a] RE A7 A2 9 A= 1
Z:f8 Mandell F1 Klein (2007 ) , A SCiH— 20 HAC KR h B s BU 2 80E KV iE M & RLOCHE &
2 2] R4 Al RE 1 —ANSRAE 4 Al AR T AR & JEAT iviogit Al ivreg W B B At 1T, A4 il
WAEM BTSSR W I, 55 T HASER N F S HER R T 10% iR T i
FE 16.38, T LIFE 10%7KF- L4248 T B4R 5 A WA & A BA e R R %, Bl
o5 THAS Rl S BEmlH 25 R I 8,

=8 THT=RFER
A5 (1) (2) (3) 4 (5) (6)
- D_mortgage D_mortgage D_mortgage Inmorigage Inmorigage Inmorigage
b 5.154 " 6.575
—concernt (10.23) (1.35)
. 0.471 " 0.997 **
D_felass (3.11) (2.40)
o 0.774™ 1.667 "
fability (3.87) (1.66)
lambda 1.993 1.854" -0.178
(1.10) (1.85) (-0.43)
X 354 35 4 ¥5 4 ¥= 4 3= 4 ¥= 4
Control 3= 4 3= 4 3= 4 =45 3= 4 3= 4
-0.630 -0.859 -1.392" -5.444 -3.446 1.265
—eons (-1.23) (-1.33) (-2.62) (-1.05) (-1.38) (0.81)
N 8 812 8 812 8 812 1794 1794 1 794

o wx wwx SRR TAE 10% 5% 1% KTFRF FESNH 1L, X F Control T4 XL F & 4,
lambda 3 3% K R A YL | A TA5 AR AW ARE

THASR IHE5 R BN 15 D_mortgage VE AR & 1% Inl v S Rl O 1 | A fil oy ]
S MA R RE ) =R R i R A B N I Rt R AR s S i E RS S
AT 5 7 Inmortgage VE B REE S 1 BT v | xRl 57 ] & P Al e 1 A8 5 1 &R
B B E ) St Fa BT P AR DT 3 ) AR 3= 252 3] 4 il ° > 8 1 4 Rl B 0 1R 5
ST AER ] T RAZ il N AR PR US| Al T4 R AR e

(Z)EERRNRAE R

FEXT AR B SIHLT AT AR SOfd T 2R M AR AR AU A A — B B A /s e 45 4 = A
T BT BN MR A —E R = 7 Z R ATt g Rl g BA “ AW, H i
R S BUE SR A A AT 1TE . A SR AU B probit ( biprobit ) #5245 i £& 14 #E
RTINSy 22 [T A B By 15 22 TR RH DG M R] R, 1 — 2D R S 2 5 3 R DR e SR 1)
WAE B BHLE SO A 22 ek . PIEZERILER 9,
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x9 biprobit & [E] I35 R
A SRR AH E MmN E AN S mh &k KR | ARk KR
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
D_informal
D_mortgage —1.549 -1.530" -1.505" -1.475" -1.581"
- (-41.24) (-35.15) (-35.96) (-35.07) (-28.61)
hm 0.0124 0.0276 ™ 0.0351 ™ 0.0226 0.0405 ™
(0.99) (2.51) (2.78) (2.74) (3.11)
D_cityl -0.0494 -0.0961 " -0.0569 ** -0.0768 ™ -0.0678
- (-1.63) (-3.68) (-2.78) (-3.51) (=2.15)
Insocial inc 0.000396 -0.00174 0.00628 0.000135 0.00236
- (0.10) (-0.55) (1.53) (0.04) (0.60)
D south 0.0271 0.0195 0.0542" 0.0481 " —-0.000921
- (1.40) (0.55) (1.66) (1.85) (-0.05)
X =4 Eegil Fegil =4 Fegil
Control =4 =4 = = =4
cons -1.009 ™ -4.632" -4.891" -4.673"" -5.338
- (-4.60) (-11.83) (-9.02) (-11.72) (-12.91)
D_mortgage
D_informal -1.522" -1.466 " -1.405" -1.406 " -1.516™
- (-40.46) (=34.68) (=33.00) (=34.45) (-31.44)
D concern 0.0538 ™ 0.0581 0.0282 0.0683 ™ 0.0416
- (2.51) (1.34) (0.72) (2.13) (0.72)
D class 0.0958 " 0.0682 0.0265 0.0267 0.0689
- (1.89) (0.90) (0.53) (0.70) (0.95)
fability 0.0347 0.0191 0.0343 " 0.0272* 0.0297
(2.23) (1.24) (1.92) (2.08) (1.35)
X =4 Fegil Fegill =4 Fegil
Control = 4] =4 =45 Fog ) =4
cons -1.256 " -2.140"" -2.998 " -2.300" -2.577"
- (-4.81) (-7.18) (-5.40) (-6.81) (-9.03)
N 8 812 4 364 4 448 4 386 4 426
Wald chi2 3935.17 2339.14 2338.21 2365.41 2306.48
Prob>chi2 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Log likelihood -5840.78 —3438.566 -3388.127 -3471.928 -3366.455

e e wer SAVRRE 10% 5% 1% KT RF T NA L, EXE TR MBELTEA D_
informal , F F3R 2 )3 69 4% fE R T F 4 D_mortgage., X F= Control EEA LR & 4,

biprobit [BIJHZ5 5 75, JE 1F AR S 2 FAT D7 04 A ot 26 2 (e 2 A 183 e 4R0¢
2, TGRS T AT TR T 4 il o SR K P v /AR B A BE , B SIOWEA A “ e A AT 2 1P v /A1
MAREE 2RO R I BB AEAE s i — 20 AR IE R SO B HRHR BT i % 3 4 6 T i A
T 4 Rl R SRR R EE W AAEA B S A SR . A SCRY 45 R A fa fldE

(=) BURZEhRI 200

R A SO TR AR 1
DK P AR Tk i 7 AT 1 — R AR BRI

SCMEAT R, o fe e RiAR S, T ENIERTT A 1995 4F

AL Z M Fan Fl Yavas (2017) %HF B

HCPT B0 A OhH S SR (A A 38, 1 B 2005 4F 2006 4F 2007 4F 2010 4ELL % 2011 4F K “ B

WREIGE" (D_tighten=1) | BI 947
CIERL) 5 FOME A L BTk SE R CTE ) %R 5 303

e RARE M dl, Ik — 2 D _tighten S5ARIER
QSR GRE AR BOR B A W SAT s, 7

P B e SR PRI B oK e B SO B g 18 K, S AR TE LA SORE BEAT ks 21 7 1

AR AR IE AL

B
H BA

H

Y B, R AR IERL

S

SRR DM R A B RO 2228585, 3R

H BA
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B RAERSTA AATAL T ERMERAEFRAT TR E R

10 MSEUESE R SR X — 18 s Rl FATTA B, Mt A A HE | T 0 B 350 H 3 T AT Sk
SR FEA 2 I 5 A, AR BOR AL S Y52 WS 4 Rl R SR R 23 10 2% 1y A QB AR
AR R

& 10 BURZE B3 T HRAR 63 RO 3R AR50
. (1) 2) (3) (4)
D_informal D_mortgage Ininformal Inmorigage
D_mortgage -1.741™
_mortgag (-8.62)
. -2.198 ™
D_informal (-10.13)
. 0.971™
D_mortgageXD_tighten (7.30)
. . 0.735™
D_informalxD_tighten (7.58)
Inmortgage ~0.170°
(-1.75)
. -0.116™
Ininformal (-1.69)
. -0.117
InmorigagexD_tighten (~1.30)
IninformalxD_tighten &?gg?
hnum 0.00369 ™ 0.0234 ™
(2.09) (2.71)
D einl -0.02636 " -0.289
_cuky (-2.08) (-1.28)
Insocial ine 0.00161 " 0.0470"
' - (2.03) (1.72)
0.0115™ 0.110
D_south (2.79) (2.40)
D concern 0.450* 0.279*
- (4.60) (2.76)
0.0820 " 0.545™
D_felass (5.83) (1.43)
e 0.0409 ™ 0.531™
Jability (6.00) (2.92)
32.91
lambdal (185.75)
15.630 ™
lambda?2 (3.03)
X =41 F= 4 =4 3= 4
Control 241 F= 4 =4 =4
cons -0.460 " -1.499 ™ 5.831™ -3.985
- (6.64) (10.86) (2.11) (-1.16)
N 8 812 8 812 1 794 1 794
RMSE 0.7449549 1.014836 3.856163 4.81733
chi2 2160.31 4033.70 1484.91 455.71
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

FEr x| wwn SRR TAE 10% 5% 1% KT RFH 35T AA 1L, X F= Control 24N F K 4,

NGB
AR I R 4 bR A ( CHFS 2013) i, B X DL it 2487 SRR 1 HE ST A
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FIELS SRl I5 7 AR GEAS v [ AT B3 IR DE S 5 MDA SR (N A
SILTIBEA T SEUEIR T . AR IER ST A B, 5 P05 Ak [EI A He |, e B SR TS 4 il 3R 51
PR ARXHBAR , o 3 T 2 P 2 19 A T R T 30 ML 3 SEUIEAG 2R A0 B, 4 2 ) 285 1) LA
g B 2l e 4 22 AR SRS T BT g A DM 3 A DR OABE 7™ A 0 1] 52 0 5 45 i 13
Sl I NS GEARENE 8 R B 1R DM 30 A G A 7= A I 1) B2 5 3 o ok — 25
WA PEIR R S35 22 100 R BORZAS B2, LLRO6E T R e iy« 4 il & J oK1 vap /AR B2 GO
AR WA RE Ve /AR B ZEE 2L 1T 445 SR8 Sl s =1 T A s E 3 (BUE ) A 41K
PR (B ) Z W A 8 38 HAE R ACOC & 1B IO AR T BInFE 3k Tl <6 il 4 e K -
TRAIZBE AT SE 1 i 9 2 R B B v

ARSI SESE e R — @ RBORE S, —J71hn, 3 T AR BE R A AR IE LA B i 4
BAER Y kA FORIE Sy, H R 22 W28 T 1Y 1 AL S AR I T AR Rl R 1 (910 56 [
2008 AFIRGEEAL) , M2 AT BE 2 5 Zo0dad J R B T], Al R iz Bkt & 2 BE AR A 2k . I
e ST AR BRI TR A T 0t — 2 Y 5 A, Ay B T Re b 2 W AR 2 . o5 —
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Social Capital ,Human Capital and Household Mortgage Demand in Chinese Urban
Fan Ying and Yang Zan

(Hang Lung Center for Real Estate, Department of Construction Management, Tsinghua University )
Abstract: This paper analyses the endogenous mechanism among social network, financial
literacy and mortgage demand theoretically. Based on CHFS 2013 Database, this study puts effort
to control endogeneity of variables and tests assumptions empirically. We discover a negative
correlation between social network and household mortgage probability and amount. Meanwhile, a
positive correlation between financial literacy and household mortgage demand is investigated.
Furthermore, there is a tradeoff effect between the role of social network and financial literacy on
household mortgage choice. Households living in under —developed financial cities, as well as
households with higher income uncertainty, the crowd out effect of social capital on mortgage
demand will be higher. Our conclusion provides further understandings on the household’ s
mortgage decision mechanism, and has significant implications on the macro financial stability.
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