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— & T ¥ B £t 8 & ( CHIPS2002) 49 E #

A A B Rt & ( CHIPS2002) £ 38, AF % T AF Fo R e 5 /N B
AR TR R P BN Fovm o AFHEREI: (1) AR Ao R AL T AT
RPEBNA ZHEN AEER, 5HRATA AN T AL A N Lot €%
e, BB 2 B st R P R Ao RMNA RV WIAE R (2) A EAES T AF R
AAFTARZNE, AR AN E@OALETAL REGH TR AN FTARAZANG L
AR AT R B RN R R A RR AR o K L4 d A e, A 3R e
BE 5 R BEREASTAER, 3 M BGERN BL o) BUR R £ 34 T FiER % .

CRPRAN HAETR MRRA AAR

Bourdieu( 1983) .Coleman( 1990)  Putnam  ( 1993)

( Narayan and Pritchett 1999; Grootaert et al. 2002; Sato 2006) @
”( Grootaert 1999 2001; Woolcock and Narayan 2000) .

o

CHIPS2002

Al

113

”( Putnam et al. 1993) . N
( Durlauf and

> rh

* FMER A FRERFZFES T REEAIIE, SR % : 100875, & F 42 44 : zhouyexin@ bnu. edu. cn,

AXABRALHFALAR “BHEMEY KRN ZIEMRE BREE FIEMA” (A B % 5:12CJ1023) A FKIFLEX
FIRZ[ERATHABHEZTRD WA B PHZREAFRGOHEERR. fERAMELFRARBHEREE
REL, BT FrrHe R FEAALRFRAGARL A MR EIH L B RAAERL L, AR LT RFME
#Z 3% Lund University 4 EF W 32 B 2 BEREL. SR, LHA A

DR P R A REANAME A — NG FARBAT 5T — NS 269 i85, Becker( 1988) IAA AR ZF 5 LA T RELZFAT
H, ERAREA AL, W RETHEZ I F T ARLFREAMLE SRR,
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Fafchamps 2005) . . o

o @,
. o Narayan

Pritchett ( 1999)

o Putnam  ( 1993) : o
Sato( 2006) o (2009)

@,
(2007) o
( ) ®

o ( Fafchamps and Minten 2002; Durlauf and

Fafchamps 2005; Fafchamps 2006) . Grootaert( 1999 2001) Grootaert  (2002)
; (2007)
; (2010)
o (2007)

o

Narayan  Pritchett( 1999) Grootaert( 1999 2001) Grootaert

(2002) ;
(2009) ; (2007) .
(2009) .
( 2008) [43 ”» “ ”»
; Sato( 2006)
(
2012; 2013) o Narayan  Pritchett( 1999)
. Sato( 2006) (2009)
o Grootaert
(1999 2001)  Grootaert (2002) ( Burkina Faso)
o (2009) . (2010)
o (2008) o

DME BB AT AL A 3TN % 76 69 LKk A Knackt #o Keefer(1997) .Ishise #= Sawada(2009) 5. J~ 2 4& A &9 2 Y&
WAL FT AT TAHIA: — A 2454 ( Knack and Keefer,1997) , 5 — /> & 4L & & & 45 535 47 ( Adelman and Morris,1967; Temple
and Johnson,1998) . 42 B #7i8 % A B ILAF 7 2 WAL A A ST P N T ohy 8 Lk o

QAL % (2009) A K, 2452 P B RA ARG &4 T, AR B4 H Fahfe R EMRANZ N THEGT RABX, Bk, L
AT AAER X R RAFAZ ) B BORAE R R AL 2 TA .

QMM A AL DT AT R EAMR S AR 8 £ R AMRAT A 69 “B A" (embeddedness) AR FAL A F R 69 90 A
(access) #23h % ( mobilization) 4% 77 VA R AR JEAL A W 4 P 8442 B 4 ( Lin, 1999) . Lin( 1999) A A A4 R fo it & K A2 — 2+
WL MRS A e AT 7R & AR AL R T RMEA , T 2 — AR B @ B4R A AL T A
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(2007) . (2008) -

o ( )
®o
Grootaert( 1999 2001) .Narayan  Pritchett( 1999) . (2008)
(2008) .
@,
N6
2002 ( CHIPS2002) , CHIP
22 ( - . ) @ 961 9 200
( .
) .
((willsc) Putnam  ( 1993) o
CHIPS2002 Sato( 2006) . (2009)
( scinvest) ( helpfarm)
( citynet) (sc_org) o (
2004) o
Thomson( 1951)
G ( index)
index = 2 (fL ‘ /\,:/2 /\i,) (1)
i=1 i=1
n A S A/ EA,
o 5 ©:

index =0. 2266 f, +0.2059 f, +0.2002 f; +0. 1855 f, +0. 1818 f;

OB R, EFIESM T, BH HEFoA NG RN ZTRALSLZARGRE M RR, 2T EANL TR A E LG4~
AFAN T F EA—ANZIAES(Lin,2001) o 4o, A8 HF R LA 2K I AL F A T ( Narayan and Pritchett, 1999; Glaeser, et
al. ,2002) , vy o B A H A2 RATH K B 2 R 69 28 27, S RAAUAE A o bl S — 89 R T F, AL R AR TR I .
;TP B EGAG R, AR T B AR L RE EASTALE.

QR TEHELE AT TAMNBERBEEA L. FELE PR ABWILKRERAREN TE—HILRFE, MR LT L IE
il

@I ATHY Sk IL B HE 4 (2012) ,42i% LAk 5 AT 092 AR T AR PN ZEM #Hea, 5 AL LT R

@EFERFT T LB IT FRILHFFHT I LA B TH R AE T A B R TN ETd
7 H W Fe A7 52

G Bartlett( 1938) 7 %13 2| 44 B F % A% 49 , f Thomson( 1951) =12 7 %43 %) 64 B T 52 A 4 19; 12 Bartlett( 1938) 7 kit &
25 E #42 2 Thomson(1951) K& aF ik K. A= F kit Fag & £ H iR (MSE) &

@B A 3 & 7T R AT B I E A ST 6 A AEAL F Bt o0 T B
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1
W In_iotal 9199 9.05 0.75 | 2002 4 R Fe B bl N ( L) W 3T
’}E In_farm 9040 7.95 2.14 | 2002 & FF AR A AN ( ) B 3.
% In_nonfarm 7090 7. 84 1L71 | 2002 4% fe T3 b sk b Fo gk R 2 BN ( L) 0 34
Z& scinvest 9200 0.22 0.89 | REALFABRA(FELAALY (BL) -
* helpfarm 9200 18.01 22,47 | REAMZFAE TatE(R/HF) .
i{{ citynet 9197 0.78 0.7 | izﬁj’;%zﬁ( gf\ﬁ«iﬁ«%ﬁ;gé B et AENE
= sc_org 9174 0.19 0.55 2002 - Hamit % APk eh ZiFm L
index 8510 0.00 0.45 R AT B R REAL A TR A de .

fixasset 9200 1.23 3.52 REYFAFA A EFREZFATA
7 edulab 8770 7.17 2.04 RIEAN TR F A0 2 HEHFR(HF) o
)3 Inland 9200 0.11 0.97 FKEAAB () 89535
?J Ibrnum 8800 2.58 109 | REFHHAK(A) .
% labor100 7177 1.14 0.90 | 2002 4R R4k R TAEAR T 100 R a9 A (A) o
¥ epe 9187 0.23 0.48 | REFEAAHM(A) .

suppratio 8800 1. 84 0.85 WERF( RIEPAR/REZTH ALK o
H edwvillg 9120 7.24 119 | H5 S A8 FHRFAF(H) .
4 incomwill 9160 2.48 1.50 | 2002 F A4 REABFLMAN(T ) .
ﬁ locatel ,+++ locate3 | 9180 - - ﬁf”fg *( 2)%}3; ’g‘?” fé‘ A=LE =0
% | provl, -, prov22 9200 - - EMEE AT 2R2AL,Z=1,%=0.

al.
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D BAVEE villse FATA WL BERF TR P o R REH ZAKLZ7, AR & GURF R A AR
AR M R 12 S WL B3I o
# fixasset ~incomuill ~scinvest %3 4% 5 B 1 000 7T+1 000 A= 100 Lo — 2 A T iE B RKAE I, e EZFLH F A 50 %,
100 #9454, B2 T AT A A AL A FHBRANATF LA FR R EL; AR THRALERST 2 RERE L.

* WM RIE FTHA locate3( L R) o

2006)

o Y

(index) .
( CRS_P-CRS_H)

2002 o
2002
(2) o
( Morduch and Sicular 2002 2000; Andrew 2002; Wan 2004; Wan et
I ( P H) V
Y, =B, +BFF1' +,3VVL' +BZZi +é&; (2)
(VSQC) . ( FSC) .
( CRS_SC) .
o (2)
(3) -(6):
Y, =B +ﬁv5(:VSCi +BI"Fi +,8vVi +BZZi t¢&; (3)
Y, =By +BrscFSC, +B,F, + BV, +B,Z + &, (4)
Y. =By +ByscVSC; + Brsc FSC, + B F, + BV, +B,Z; + &, (5)
Y, =By +Biunindex + B F, + BV, +B,Z, + &, (6)



. (2) VSC.FSC

(7) -(9):
Y; =By +Besc CRS_SC; +Bysc VSC,; + B FSC, + Bl + BV, +B,Z, + &, (7)
Y, =By +BcrCRS_P; +Bysc VSC; +Brsc F'SC; +BpF, + BV, +B,Z; + &, (8)
Y; =By +BeyCRS_H; + Bys VSC; +Brsc FSC, +BpF + BV, + B2 + &, (9)
0 0 -8 000,
0 182 o
. (8000
y y
Y =In(y) y>1
y = -1sysl
y = =In( -y) y< -1
( Robust WLS) (3) -(6)
o Huber 95 %
o 0. 089
0. 14210 (3) -(6)
()
2 o
(2009) .
Narayan Pritchett
(1999) .
@ o
o 2
(villsc) 1% (1.41%)
( fixasset) 1 000
( edulab) 1 @,
(1.77%) 1 .
( scinvest) ( helpfarm) (sc_org) o

Dhelpfarm F= incomvill Z_ A #4948 % Z4A —0.1421. B4LABMiEE TREEZREZFR S PAILL AR > T R AKX R 3
%o
Quillsc F= sc_orgcitynet scinvest - helpfarm #3148 % % 4 4% #: 0. 0302,0. 0645,0. 024,0. 0157,
QRN M Ji F A fivasset RIEA N A edulab 3t Z BN E DR ESFN A 1.94% 2. 86% ,39 £ 1% 9 K-F TR,
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(2.36%) .

(2.78%) . .
(sc_org) (2.75%)
(4.10%) .
o ( citynet) (3.58%)
1
o @,
1
1 000 1 0
2
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9)
In_total In_total In_total In_farm In_farm In_farm | In_nonfarm | In_nonfarm In_nonfarm
RWLS RWLS RWLS RWLS RWLS RWLS RWLS RWLS RWLS
villsc 0.0154™ 0.0141™ | 0.0118" 0.0104 0.0190™ 0.0177*
0. 0041 0. 0041 0. 0065 0. 0065 0. 0074 0. 0074
scinvest -0.00196 | -0.00160 0. 0204™ | 0. 0236™ 0.0161 0. 0278
0. 0066 0. 0073 0.0104 0.0114 0.0119 0. 0131
helpfarm 0. 000165 | 0. 000226 0. 00249 ™™ |0. 00254 ™ -0.00129™| -0.00123*
0. 0003 0. 0003 0. 0004 0. 0004 0. 0005 0. 0005
sc_org 0.0262™ | 0.0275™ 0.0374™ | 0.0410™ 0. 00285 0.00124
0.0111 0.0113 0.0178 0.0181 0. 0202 0. 0204
citynet 0.0372™ |0.0358™ 0. 00530 | 0.00655 0. 0428 0.0411™
0. 0075 0. 0077 0.0118 0.0122 0.0136 0.0140
Sizasset | 0.0200™ |0.0196™ |0.0194™* | —0.00299 | -0.00399" | —0.00382| 0.0137™ 0.0139™ 0.0139™
0. 0015 0. 0015 0.0015 0. 0024 0. 0024 0. 0024 0. 0027 0. 0027 0. 0027
edulab | 0.0307™ |0.0285™ |0.0286™ |-0.000118| —0.00227 | —-0.00170 | 0.0421 0. 0399 ™ 0. 0406 ™
0. 0035 0. 0034 0. 0035 0. 0056 0. 0054 0. 0056 0. 0064 0. 0062 0. 0064
EHEE YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 6397 6850 6384 6267 6711 6254 6201 6640 6188
R 0. 469 0. 469 0.470 0.295 0.299 0. 300 0.530 0.526 0.531
adj. R’ 0. 466 0. 466 0.467 0. 291 0.295 0. 296 0.527 0.523 0.529

DAY BB, ¥ T % Inland, Ibrnum , labor100 , cpe , suppratio , locatel , locate2 , eduvillg , incomwill , provl , ++, prov21 vA B
KR L REAI R, TS FPHEAFEL. * AT p< 0.1, %k 25 p<0.05, %%k 7 p<0.01,

()

( 3) o (PCA)

( index)

vt #16 Fo B HE R (2010) A, £ 7R K THRAR LR RAGAER T AN Y rh (2R 2 F LB T EHME

HHAALSTRGE@Y . ERBMATHRI ZHRA TIHIRA, X EE2IT T EENMMEFOAAARLS TR, LEHER
WAER TR Z AR k.

52



Beta

o,
(. 2008) .
3
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
In_total In_farm In_nonfarm In_total In_farm In_nonfarm
RWLS RWLS RWLS Beta Beta Beta
index 0. 0538 ™ 0. 0593 ™ 0.0841™ 0. 0596 ™ 0. 0342 0.0372
0.0134 0.0211 0. 0240 0.0164 0. 0587 0.0412
fixasset 0.0198 ™ -0.00317 0.0136™ 0. 00817 ™ 0. 00776 -0.00416
0.0015 0. 0024 0.0027 0.0018 0. 0066 0. 0047
edulab 0. 0295 ** -0.00161 0. 0408 ™ 0. 0284 ™ 0. 00474 0.0378
0. 0035 0. 0056 0. 0064 0. 0043 0.0157 0.0110
EHEE YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 6384 6254 6188 6384 6254 6188
R’ 0. 469 0. 295 0.531 0.367 0. 159 0. 308
adj. R 0. 466 0.292 0.528 0. 364 0. 155 0. 304

CAT BB, BN R P EA BT EIER T2, 635 Inland , lbrnum , labor100 , cpe, suppratio , locatel , locate2 , eduvillg ,
incomwill ,provl , -+ ,prov21 , FH R FIHFTPHFAFEL. * L7 p<0.1, %k &5 p<0.05, %k &5 p<0.01,

OLS

( Centering)

( Hamilton 2006) .

()
c “ ” ( Centering)
o 4 cvil_inwst~cvil_hfarmcvil_org  cvil_city villsc  scinvest « helpfarm~sc_org  citynet
o 4 ( VIF) 1. 15
5 10 @, 4 RWLS OLS o RWLS
( RWLS) o
o RWLS cvil_city

OFF AR RS EZR, B X TR AT, A LI BRAEEA X AR PRAVEZEE, WA K
HARERR AN FTAGBHREED AR TARMGEHRELR K. B, ZAVF B a9 T LA Z A ASE, L
FTOAATARALEDRRK, L EZM TR EAAMET -

@& A RWLS 7 ik Bt , Stata 224 R 324 VIF, B ik ZARIE OLS 32 4% 84 VIF 47 5] 8. A UAIEH T 49 VIF X T 512
AT 6, LX LT FRERMKIE . AF HRGAI, A TAHF T A E 69 )3 R HBATI R B A 3T KRB
BT 5 EREM AL ERAA LRGN, EAT S TAXBGEL L AIREATHER ZEZR——FI K, &
XA LA RRERRIM AR
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@, 0OLS cvil_hfarm o
4
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
In_total In_farm In_nonfarm In_total In_farm In_nonfarm
RWLS RWLS RWLS OLS OLS OLS
cvil_invst -0. 00495 0. 000779 —-0. 000348 -0.00125 -0. 00686 -0.00733
0. 0049 0. 0076 0. 0087 0. 0060 0.0213 0.0149
cvil _hfarm 0. 000121 0. 000219 0. 0000142 0. 000297 0.00162™ 0. 000160
0. 0002 0. 0003 0. 0003 0. 0002 0. 0008 0. 0006
cvil_org 0.00140 0. 00203 -0.00130 -0. 00239 -0.0108 0. 00397
0.0019 0. 0029 0. 0034 0. 0023 0. 0082 0. 0059
cvil _city 0.00171 -0. 00573 0. 0281 0. 00167 0.0144 0.0185
0. 0053 0. 0083 0. 0095 0. 0065 0. 0232 0.0164
=R T YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 6384 6254 6188 6384 6254 6188
R 0. 470 0. 300 0.532 0. 370 0. 161 0.310
adj. R? 0. 467 0. 296 0. 529 0. 365 0. 156 0. 306

AT BB, ZANGE T ER ST RIS T F, &3%: villsc, scinvest , helpfarm , sc_org , citynet , Inland , fixasset , edulab ,

Ibrnum ,labor100 , cpc , suppratio ,locatel ,locate2 ,eduvillg , incomvill ,provl , -+ ,prov2] , FHK R FHFT PHRFAFEL. ¥ AT p<
0.1, %% &7 p<0.05, %k %7 p<0.01,

() .
villsc  fixasset (cvil_ fix)  willsc -0.0062  fixasset
—0.5182; villsc  edulab (cvil_edu)  willsc 0. 5813 0. 0253 edulab
0. 8296 -0.0134., 5 (1) VIF VIF tevil_fix  1.73
cvil_edu  1.03  fixasset  1.78 edulab  1.54 willsc  1.09 (2) -(6)
VIF @, RWLS 5,
5 Y
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
In_total In_total In_farm In_farm In_nonfarm In_nonfarm
RWLS RWLS RWLS RWLS RWLS RWLS
cvil_fix 0. 00202 —0. 000892 0.00365" 0. 00372 0. 00904 0. 00136
0.0013 0. 0010 0. 0021 0.0016 0. 0025 0.0018
cvil_edu 0. 00397 0. 00299 0. 00351 0. 00356 -0.00102 -0.00199
0. 0020 0. 0020 0. 0031 0. 0031 0. 0035 0. 0036
fixasset 0. 0201 ** ~0.000148 0.0148 ™
0.0019 0. 0032 0. 0037
edulab 0. 0290 -0.00109 0.0410™
0. 0035 0. 0056 0. 0064
villsc 0.0137 0.0127 ™ 0.0113" 0.0113" 0.0211 " 0.0188™
0. 0041 0. 0042 0. 0065 0. 0065 0. 0075 0. 0075
e T YES YES YES YES YES YES
N 6384 6384 6254 6254 6188 6188
R 0. 470 0. 450 0. 301 0. 301 0.530 0.524
adj. R 0. 466 0. 447 0. 296 0. 296 0.527 0.521

AT EER,EANE L TERNETZEH Y ZHE: Inland, lbrnum, labor100, cpc, suppratio , locatel , locate2 , eduvillg ,
incomwill , scinvest , helpfarm ,sc_org , citynet , provl , ===, pron21 Fa'§ Mo F I F PR F AR AE L. * A Tp<0.1, % L FTp<

OFZ#—FiT#e) 2, TRAGR P ARARRT , M EATHHIE R Z

PA
A o

W

2 RATG R P, BB N D 3R B AKAE 09 7T

QLM & I villsc = fixasset 1 X X R (vil_fix) 5 fixasset 8948 % & 43k 2] 0. 9808, villsc A= edulab ¢ X L3R ( cvil _edu) 5
villsc #9F8 % % 4 A 0. 8296, Wy xf 7 #2(7) @47 OLS &2 89 7 Z Mk B F ( VIF) £ %L 3): vil_edu # 44. 39 ,uil_fix # 37. 20,
fixasset A 36. 91 ,edulab # 28. 45 villsc 4 14.39,39 K K#iE 5 £ £ 10 9 TR F LR
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0.05, ook &= p <0.01.

cvil _ fix
1% 0.37%
o cvil_edu
0.4%
() \
( scinvest helpfarm sc_org citynet) Sfixasset edulab

cfix_inw~ cfix_hfarm- cfix_org-cfix_city  cedu_inv~ cedu_hfarm- cedu_org-

cedu_city .
2
6 .
( cfix_hfarm)
o ( cfix_org)
o ( cfix_city)
(sc_org) ( cedu_org)
( citynet) ( cedu_city)
6 N
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
In_total In_farm In_nonfarm In_total In_farm In_nonfarm
RWLS RWLS RWLS RWLS RWLS RWLS
cfix_inv 0. 000235 0. 00764 0. 00971 cedu_inv -0.00216 0. 000474 0. 00467
0. 0051 0. 0081 0. 0092 0. 0032 0. 0051 0. 0058
cfix_hfarm 0. 000287 0. 000734 ™ —-0. 000240 cedu_hfarm —-0. 000148 0. 000572 0. 000158
0. 0001 0. 0002 0. 0002 0. 0002 0. 0002 0. 0003
cfix_org -0.00342° 0. 00452 - 0. 01000 ™ cedu_org 0. 00368 0. 0222 -0.0205™
0.0018 0. 0030 0. 0039 0.0051 0. 0085 0. 0092
cfix_city | —0.00538* | 0.0106™ 0. 00349 cedu_city ~0.00125 | -0.0112° 0. 00983
0. 0019 0. 0030 0. 0035 0. 0038 0. 0060 0. 0068
EHREF Yes Yes Yes EREZ Yes Yes Yes
N 6384 6254 6188 N 6384 6254 6188
R 0. 476 0. 300 0. 530 R’ 0. 471 0. 302 0.532
adj. R? 0.473 0. 295 0.527 adj. R 0. 467 0.297 0.528

D2 ) & ¥ & 3 villse, scinvest , helpfarm , sc _org, citynet , Inland, fixasset , edulab , lbrnum , labor100, cpe, suppratio , locatel ,
locate2 ,eduvillg , incomvill ,provl , -+ ,prov2]l F=FHFR. AT F A B, A PEXARTERNEETNDELER AR agik4 T
S R RO AR BB TG @ ALER . FHETFTHFAREELZ. ¥ KT p< 0.1, % K7 p<0.05, wox K7
p<0.01.
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The Role of Social Capital in the Income of Rural Household: Evidence from CHIPS 2002
Zhou Yexin

( School of Economics and Resource Management Beijing Normal University)

Abstract: Based on the survey data CHIPS2002 this paper analyses the influence of social capital on income of rural household at
village and family levels. The results show that: (1) Social capital in village and household has significantly economic returns on total
income through specific influence on farm or off — farm income which is more important comparing with physical capital and human
capital; (2) Interactions between social capitals and physical or human capital as well as village and family social capitals also exert
significant specific impact on different income sources of rural households respectively. This paper provides robust empirical evidence for
transitional China to cultivate and utilize social capital of rural area for the policy of improving income distribution.
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