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Ethnic Enclaves Revisited: Effects on Earnings of Migrant

Workers in Urban China
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Abstract: Among rural-to-urban migrants, migrant workers from the same
native place tend to concentrate in the same workplace. When this
concentration is sufficiently dense, we may consider that place an enclave.
According to the enclave literature of U.S. immigrants, working in places with
the same ethnic groups may improve the economic well-being of immigrants.
This study follows the same reasoning to test whether working with fellow

provincials will increase the earnings of migrant workers in urban China. When
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we discuss the relationship between enclaves and pay., researchers should be
aware of the impact of preexisting differences between the migrant workers
who participate in enclaves from those who don’t. This pre-existing selective
heterogeneity may cause a biased estimation of the enclave effect if just based
on a simple comparison of the earnings between enclave workers and non-
enclave workers. Furthermore, there is heterogeneity in the enclave effects on
the earnings among different groups of migrant workers. Therefore, a single
estimate of the enclave effect may not be sufficient in capturing the variability
in the impact of enclave participation of different groups. Considering
heterogeneity, this study puts two questions to empirical test. First, among
migrants with the same enclave participation propensity. do migrants who
actually work in enclave firms earn more than migrants who work in non-
enclave places? Second, what type of migrant workers gain the highest benefits
from enclave participation? Using data from a 2010 survey of migrant workers
in the Pearl River Delta and the Yangzi River Delta, we matched enclave
workers and non-enclave workers on their enclave participation propensity and
compared their earnings. We found a positive average earnings return to
enclave participation, although this effect was smaller than what had been found
before propensity matching. Moreover, migrants with a higher enclave
participation propensity benefited more from actual enclave participation than
those with a low propensity.

Keywords: rural-to-urban migration, migrant workers, lacalistic enclave,

propensity score matching, heterogeneous treatment effect model
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FAE L. 2011)
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R 2= (Lee, 1998) 7 20 {22 90 4F AR XS VRN T rp A 7= i
AR BIF 5 B e 1) o Aol X A R T R) & OC &R I A —— B8 A AR EE [F] &
ARG T ARG BT TANZ &R b T FHa %
XA PR BUARFRAE “ 7 3 &7 (Localism) . 7EX A& L B, JKig
ST TN & 0 28 11 R A o 30 2 iy 2 S i) 7 A 7 AR, B i e S )
S AR AEAR B IR 4k 43 28 A3 o i 5 3 1 A — R AR [ T8 %)
B 5 NCENEE) RN

A — JRLE ok [ A — i 32 B A F e Sk fak S50 A B RS
FHKC A DI b b 5 YR8 R A 2o 5T A [R) 41 2k R 1
(Cole ;1996 ; Honig,1992,1996 ; Perry,1993) , 3k A ARl 7 Wit &% %
AR T AR BT M A AT A 58 BT B3 By M A5 25 s Ak il
PUERE AR 7 IR NG5 . 72 1850 — 1940 4F [a] , [ Py AL R A 1
W, X8 NAE 55 8 i bRy 4y T RAEE BTRI 3 InAE ST T BN
FHRMETAERM TN FEk B9 B 4 R A Sk By ) £
K A A MG TSR AT BN R TN AR NS RETE
T A7k (Honig . 1992) .

B E AL LUG . T HER TR S 2 O AT O BRI AN
TSl LhEE Bk Al 0 R 25 R AR 4 U AR P i R e R — IR 1k
(Honig,1992) . {H H 20 {4 80 A K . B & IR £ Ui s 9 35 m , LA [
S wUEE B Ry F R 0 TR M G I Bl N 1 S Y R R R B BRI R
RAME 55 TAR — M2 W 2 M HGERR ., &%, XFiTh
E AR RPE R A B K BE R 8 R A X £+ 4 RS
R 05 B FRER s R A A Rt AT 5 202 DAIA] & ¢ &y Bk
ST R R AL 23 I 45 L 9 DA SR BRF 38 N 4T AR S . RIS IR £ TR B
AR AR RS A T AR ST ek £ F 2 B A g RS ) B AR
M DA S AH Rl 9 B 4 FR b “ R £ B 4E” (localistic enclave) , ¥E4:
T Rk AR L [ £ 3R A — i R B AR AR B T 1) T o TR £ S AR (i T
IOAT TR TER £ 2 WAl b TAE, 73—y i R BL7E A 55 T4
T AR PR At SR AR T i s DA (] — S R L B B IR] £ 411X, ande
UYWAY (CE A6 ,1995 5 EILAESE,1997) B " CEDUE 2%
1, 2008 5 4 2 . LA, 2008) Tl A CREE L 48 7N 8L, 2000) F1 %
#ikt” (Ma and Xiang,1998) , TR (1 “SF-YLAT” CRIMOT- . 2002) 45
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BARTEYR 2 KOsl © HA % v H R £ RAEX R R T.97 3)
J1 71 5 (A5 W HV A R TV B A R E] £ AR T T SR TE R £
Z Ak TAE AR R Tax Fpe ol B/ A & R4S A B F 13k
BOE S IR ? DRSS THE S R RSB RR Tk —E s
U 114 Gl 77 8 X AR 2008) . H1 A X [F] £ B 1 s 4 51 A ) 76 55 2
T W R AT I B T B X B N TR £ Ak XA AR SRR
(S R B B0 A o Tl [ I I W S S DN B 7 2200 | R
A AU 1 B R R ) B SR AR K T TR) £k DX P S ) S T A RN P
J& CEA 19955 XA, 2002) o H i FAERFFE BT b ol = % F A FR
HEA TR & AW AR T HL 8 13X SeF 58 1) 45 1 AR MEAE S 5t [F] & R 4L
YE R A SE PR .

BE T U AR SO S [l I A SR A i R A A IR ] AL B8 v i R TR L
VORN R B o I it An Ao o8 v R B4 9 S T 30 T W A A A, A R |
FEST A AT AE SR L 48 A 5 R DA 30 AR R T W) & R4 1 42 3% T
. HJE A 2010 4EBE = A R = A A0k 55 T IR A 50 L R
65 1) 3 50 D P R S5 SO T RS AR A T kL R 0 R IR TR [ & SR AR
LR AR

" EREREGAENELFEERRIMNEASRE

[F] 1k, (assimilation) J& 1T #% B 5% 1Y H S 100, S 46 1T 7% & 12 i iy 2
AFITEZ KR b BB 8 16 2 U A SO Ak b il AGE A b 25 (Alba and
Nee,1997), & [E A F il B8 WF 58 A7 W R B8 A B A1 ok B R [ 1k i
i, — & 2 1 [A] fk 38 (straight-line assimilation theory) , — J& 43 %I [A]
1L P (segmented assimilation theory) .,

MRS B R FEE — D BAmARN SR, ExXAid
R AT [ KR R B 56 [H 5 Sk KIS 7 W 1 5 ok U S Ak
12 i e R AR ATl B S RE B . ZIIsE T %
FE 1890 — 1920 4[] 1 A 3 [= i M % [ K HoJ5 A [a) fb i 2 L ax 41t B
W% I W SRS B AT e R T F IS i B p IR XE . AH L Z R . 1965
HEZ RN R TG ST 509 2 FE0 58 [E 28 5% 45 4 1 #%
X BERL [ () Ak Job R AR 5 A R AR E | 45 SR L ST AN B o (Zhou, 1997a,
1997h) . PRIt o £ ) e JEE VR 4 R 11 B[] £ % 4 i L i 3R 0 A B 1965
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e RIEALE R EIE 5T E AL BE Bs Ak .

TG 40 B TR A B e ) 2 1 () Ak B e o () b 2o A Y () 5T M 0[] Ak
S5 E Ve T BT RE L 45 A R A 0 B8 R AT LUA A (W) £ ) Ak %
7 FERALZE SR B nl DA B A . R i e ds L B IR B
T R85 3 3 AR 2y ABABATT 9 3 N W] Ak 32 B B AR R 25 S5 R
SRR 2 X B4 2 A AF R B 5 B R IR RE IR A5G . TRAFAE g —
MR T E TN F S REFATEBUA DL S A BTl B 2E R,
SRS NN 3 VRS I 4 5 1 e s L 1 R N T I o N |
RBIE B2 T =R R 25 2R — 28 B Al A F23 P B okt 25 (&
PEFEIE) s — R8T WAk, filA 5 S 2 4k 2y s = Rk FR kRl 4k, B
B IRAEZ TE b O g B £ 4 3 0 b %) e SC Ak 45 4iE (Portes and
Zhou,1993) . 4y 1 [ Ak BHLIE TN 0 5% = b [l AL 45 SR A7 B T 1965 4R 19
o B AE 5 [ AL S OIS B B o 17 3K ol o 0 ) Al 705 7 2 0 o e e R 43 1k
. 3B AL S N R . 1965 4 2 J5 3 B ROAT e AR I RS RS
—FEMAT;. B RRZHCR AHL T X MANE I, & T /> BOKRE .
Ry 5 ] 28 T 45 ) T WSO B 1) T A AN TR A O 3k S R B IR 1Y 22 T
Pl WARR I s T 5 it R R A 0s B R 5 S Z B2
MU SCA A AR ol 3 5 % %08 5 [ e 7 B AN EDUE 4 DA [ 5 T3 B B R
it = 36 AR L A4S B8 R A A b AR AT i 2 D ML B RE i AN 2
WA TERE 78 i b2 BB, fEEEWXEZ T B R UL
HER A0y AL SUR A F T U 55 E R 2 Wb x # R s Rkt 24
T AN RS2 IR BE 7 [R) B 19 8 O A R AR AF A A I & TR L&
(Zhou,1997b) . Hrpr AR IRHEREA B T# RAEZ U B BUS Bt 1Y
WL A5 R O B 4E il (enclave thesis) (Xie and Gough,2011),

124 R 1k 22 E E AV 2 &5 0T 58l B 50 R A Al B850 1k
#—F (Xie and Gough,2011), 7 MW 5T UESL 8 BAE AN B i) it 1eE
A Al (ElCH A 28 5% 14 vh T AE BB 98 3k 153 35 = U A (Lewin-Epstein and
Semyonov,1994;Portes and Jensen,1987; Semyonov,1988), i A& i
WEIE 0B A K B B 2R 48 X IC A IE 1] 52 il (Nee, Sanders. and

3. IR 4 (ethnic enclave) &35 “ B B 1R 78 25 [ 7 B b 3 48 9F 41 SR 45 F 5] Ff i T B
MO 53% 3 .7 (Portes, 1981290 — 291)
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Sernau,1994; Sanders and Nee,1987) , IR A 5246 B G B EE K T
B R iAo nyba e, R 788 Rk — 20 22 o) S A ik Ny 38 [ IR
Ak A F T H K g & fE (Xie and Gough,2011), H R A W55 48 H 5
HE SR AR A Y i 32 5 R RE A 236 2 A b 2% ¢ & ¥ I [E] b E 19 97 T
(Bonacich.1987) .

PR IS ENTE TR RERGRIBRA AT Z NS
UrFl 25 HIX G e A 18 SOGRER R WTE L H . BEARTET A ML
#1238 B Y SO AN 38 N AR TR X 2 A R AR TR I S SR A L (R A
AIEFE S 55 o R A [RRE A TR I 3 7 PR XE R A Y B IR TE i 1 i
BESRAE T o — S8 RBEIREN A s A 1R RBF AR AE 3 — 3k T % i 1
FERAE  MAE 5y — SR T 500 AT . X A In) AR o 22, DR oA SR 4 9 Ji [A ]
REC A HUR T RE RS A — AR 5 ) SR AR R R AR Ak
) BE IR AL 2 G R I A% RO A SR R IR A AT e AE & UF A T AE
o AHUNRE — A 59 B RAE I R AR A B = BRI L IR HBERIR
55 T [R) b T 7 oK 4 4 R A7 B IRTE XA ) SR AR b AR ME DA SR AR
T . HETBE ST A B R R AR A — e R e
Ji A (Xie and Gough,2011) . i A~ i) 8 75 % 38 4o [y 50 M5 e ) Lb 45
AREIEI . SRR AT BUAH OC S 4F 5 E i B A R R e FS
RO TETRIE R A Al (i H A 28 54O rh SR TR MRS RER AR TE
—iE? BRETREANETEEREILAY M2 AT G T AT B & 4
PR SRR, L — 26 S o R RRAE R K LA . SR MR R4
FAE X SRR AE 1 R GEPE 22 0 R R R M . B B BB T B B8 IR in
ATGRERE A Aol 3 A - 1 TAE PR 5 & F T b A1 it 8 B 4 5
R R P ik = H REAE T2 00 55 3h 1 T 35 b 4RO B AR A i R R AR
Al R SRR AR DA B AR T — AN i i, R 4 i e S
R AEAE A R Rl 2 o XA 2 S PR IR R A AR 7
B R — N AR R R A b TAERIAAE TGRSR E kb TAEM
TS (Al FAEMNRIZ R LA GE O 2] 52 5352 19 245 3 (BE— 1 A
AT HE [R] i BE HE A SOR i A RBE SR A2 AT A AR 20 2 K b DR e 7 20
B & A SRR R, — AR R R AR A b TAE ) — A 97 30
NG TAE, REX A ANFENCA 1 22 5, 4 Be HE i Hb 7 4 6 1
RAEX B R 2 5T Al AL 2 A A8 Bh ik 2 A LG .
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E AR TTHE S RE BB REN R, Honig(1992) 45
W EE TS P Y MR R . X B R R B (ethnicity) If R
J2 40 LRI R AR B TR A 2 A 7 B SE A R A MR S AR
AR P DX TR R AR RO RS S0 AR AR A M L B R R
S0 43 AT AT AT DA JER T B4 FF A 22 S5 30 W LR Ry R A A B R . v [ 45 b
SR TR FE DL SCAR B 34 e AFUAS [R) by 9 N TE M5 © 20 48 FAT 0 R AiE
A LR B OMGIE A, 2001) 53X SRR d 7 A 23 38 A TP AN T 2 32 L e Ak
PR3 RS B L O F O A R) A 6l . N TR A% R LARE 0 O SE a9
BEA TR A B A2 424 T 454 . 1 7 Honig (1992) FIr ik . 1T A b1 22 if . 1T
I AL A IR BT H A6 N7 IR R A A AR Ok B A5 A
(9 N HIL 25 32 ik B0 AS TR) 5 AAS )t 3 SC Ak 9 fth 257 5 76 Bl )5 11 4
23 P B R R B DA BRI 20 bR o BN [ R 2 . Rl 20 4
80 AEANA IR £ A 13 s 4 in . 48 BLal [F] £ 56 3 0 #E kAT Ak Ry 22
PEFRE B, R T3 6 £ 9 45 3845 A0 3 s 1 Jeec b 5 18 g U
I LA AT S i 1] 5[] £ 2243 W) £ O 2 TR 2 3 381 e A OC 3 LH A
UK R 5 RUR G R S B b 0 15 T A TR AN TR Ok U5 M i A R
TAE SCAC R A B 1 22 S A X /0N s B AH T 52 F il A s (E 2 RLF ik sk
PR 1) BR A A [ oF 15 b 1) A [ T AE N R RnAt £ 58 7 B I FAS LA
1, 0 H A Sk 5 Hb P R B AN [R) S 3 — DX T i R K S5 iR B 47 o R
EBEMN SRR AT AL, [ & BEMTE S E—ERE L
25 3l AN AL 2 58 A A R 5 A T R A X R R AR R TR R
14 T 265 CRIL A BT R[] & 9 28 ) o) 5 % 3 AR RO U R AL 23 30 3 e 31 B2 A
M. POt R a8 b S b [RARE . m H L 3 ER R TR S
A BB 5 0 6 201 25 i SR A i AL TR I P AR R IR) A, B SR AR S S R
RAEH Z B 5 b .

F2 Ok FRATTRE AR 8 5 4 1 kB R 4 S B IR S — S BT HE R
FH IR 30 4% B T IR) & BAE Y £ 5% Il 4 .

= ONEREHRMRIR

R A N o B8 RO S T 22 0F ol O IR A R 4T T3R8
R A 22 T 4 O DR O A R A A A S R HLR T AT 3
BT AT L 2 000 295wl At AL 25 S5 4 v it i 5t By R AR 2 R 4%
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BLH 7 s HLF) 25 (Portes, 1998) . 1 23 W 45 () /B AR & T H M 2
RN 0 1 2 2 T D0 4% B 5 A L B A AT A BT R R
(BRI e )5 3 R A8 A 2 ) 46 BR 6% 24 SRR R L 5L i AT Sy L IR
BB 2z A i i TA TR L U JE R AT 2 3k (Portes, 1998) . 5 Z AH DL, ¥
RAENNR A 0] LR RN H 0 SR 0 2 MK W 1 B 0y i 1 i AL
LMY, EREREANUN B R AL 2 R M 45, 38 0 8% R 32 F1
AR E T 2T S B AR ORI Can 5y 8h ) VR 4 T A AR IE K
#%3E (Boswell and Curtis, 1984 ;Kim,1981; Portes and Bach,1985) . it
Hh R AT IR I  RARUEER IR 57 3 )1 T 35 Z A ol pL 2 o R4
% % ShE 97 o J) i 3 b iy B 9 (Light, 1984; Waldinger, 1986;
Semyonov,1988), [F £ B BRI H A GETOF A AL, 5
JRRE IR A A RN RHIE . AR R TTAEIR & i sl 1 540 TAE b & K5
] & 2% R ) 2 R TR ) 468 30 G0 & T 18] & I 28 rh) L i F2 40 AR
RTZ Y[R £ W 2 5 OR8] T (Lee, 1998) , A R TR 07
XA & kR B E ST R S Mg ILE Y R, G R 2 — 2
[ — R P R R T TAESURAE B RE. AR LM, R E/M
PR S R AR R £ 5 TR ) 2 R A A AT i T AE A, [R]
S0 0 T2 ) 51 A) BB e 2B 00 B0 S Bl (Lee, 1998) , P i A
[ & AR R R T A AR £ BE MR R TR R T 2K H [F
2 M2 BB A B A OR I ORISR A — MR B

ik 1 fEA R & RAEM b b TAEM A R T Btk Ak 24 lk
A B TR I T A &

HISCE R Rl A 48 R ER FL 2 AR %
FRRA 8 33X DR e 5 AT R AR 2R A 10 ol b AR AR R 19 m B 2 A [F]
PR AT Y 22 5 AN — o I R A SR A 19 )5 R i IR o A
TERY 22 5 . — 7 I YA B 2 T A N 2% 50 R i B8 IR B ] R 0F AR HHE 3R
AR IX BB FE A B T BE AL B A SR A SE L B Ll dn i ST R R AL 2 N 4%
MIRE ST . X FPRE ) ] BE 2 (AT AR BB m WA . 5 — 7 THT S 5 A I
2] LASE 3o 35 By ke = T 37 55 4 00 0 4R IR ol R kb N ) BEAR B AN
JE o TERXFPIEEE T R A M & T 2 AU AT Ay 45 3 SR 4 3 4
AU AL 23 E0 5T A BE B LR Al A 7T AR SO &5 i Wsc A i A S B
B RIBRER THRWCAA IE 05200, A GBI X A R A AT AT &
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e B DAE PR B2 U I 2E AR R AR E B B
15 A B REJTRAAE A 22 5 DR GE T MDA 7 ik AR SRR S L AR A
9 e AR T AN 2 A R SRR T AT A A . R R KRR Y3 5 R
B L B AE B, — FLFE T 4 BT AE N 3 084 RAL 25 ) 4 9 5 1 1Y)
FHIE - 7] & AR T BTN % B A R

B LBGE 1 TR £ SRARA g kk 2 W 45 B 4 491 A9V P o (EL X Ao £
ANBEZ BN F RS A R FELE APk RS TR R T BT
AR AL 25 W 2% B AL oL R [R) 2 SRAEAT) RE XU 7 A T 1] B2 T A Tl
A2 1o 245 ML 473 9K A6 A T 5 RE I D SR A A LA 3 T . e 2 TR
SRS A G FEHLG SE RRE T W22 57 0k 3 3R 4 o A 4
ARG SR AR S5 RS R 57 30 ) T S 45 2 18] 1 R A2 R AR

i 1 EZREN TR IR £ 54 B R B 19 T Wil i L
B 2 [ S 25 A R B SR AR A H U 22 53 (H R AR AR
ME A IR T, WERPEAREMRR TN A 5 MFBRA BT d
AR N HR g B 7 T RE A O AT LE 1] A ) R £
TEIE [ B 5 L B0 5 1 N TR) 2 3R AR Al 9 4 IS 0B B 8 AR A5 4 i
285 Il 4l . AR AR I TR B R AL SO 4% TR M 35T L — B 2 A
BArR 2 IR R THE AR5 AR 2 RERN R, IF HE A 53K
PR B . o5 — B SR Z BRE I SCRE R R R T A 5 kA
Al & R4 9 Aol I HAE X 28 4l AP RE R A5 A XS B0 9 B M . X Y
b IE 18] 2 5 9 1S BE SR BL T IR & A vk 2 R BIL R AR . A B
I B £ v L A 5 HE N TR] 2 3R A Aol i AR RS TR AT Y Ak 28 5 [l 4
9 AT BE S TR /N o 3 RT3 Sy A A B . — i (] 2 B U AT A A
RIBR Dt AR S REE BB 13 50 5 (9 18] 412 1d I b A7 32 4% [
2 R 2R I T 3O TR SR R B 5 R X R R AR — it Ty
SCAE TR A2l R B m] LA 5T [0l 41 5 75 — Fho sk = A AR
A R Tl A 5 BT & SRR i [R] & 2R 46 o B0 A7 25 At AT ok B i 10
S a4 3 SR 3 1 S Bk A A R 1 AR SRR T 58
HRA AR N AR £ REM TR P WA S A IS dit.
AR i JU AT LAE— 2 4R iR

R 2 A Zy R AR & 3R AR Al i AR R T A 2 Al v 3R A5 1Y
BT [l B g 5 S s AR S B A T R AL R A A
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PEATR £ R AL ARl A AR R AR X 26 Al P AR A5 1 AR 1] 4 B

N TR UL E AR R R EE T T - MR R
BRI Do R 1 255 — 20 K g i 2 i 1. RI7E H AT [R) A AT RE
PedE AR & ARV AR R T CH S AR AR AR D L S bRt AR & SR 48
M TAER A ARG m A . R E 2 RAESR & Tl
HESE TR 1 A £ REAEAET (1-a-0 5 i 2R 7] £ A VA 42 miio AL U
DLW IR S P A 3 8 FF AL [R) I P 2 1 SR AR AT O FIICA (1-b-1) . A
MARE TR 1o R 1 AN =2 AR 2, AR 2 R
A s PEAS TR AR I T CA B R E A TRD SE PRt A T R & R
WEAR £ 2 HER A 2 . RGBS R] BEBE A TR] £ 2R AR A 3R £ R U 3 —
UIESE T BRI VEF (2-c-e-1 B 2-c-f-D) . HANSR 2] fE ik A W) &
LR NGRS U AT RE S S B 5 A R R AL 2 A (2-d-g-)) 5]
KPR R AR FUR T SO A R R I A (2-d-heKo

1. 76 BAT RIFE ] fe ik NG i ea
X SHIER N, T AR
SRS S ARAAL? W
IR o 2R . GE [ & AR R
i 1 sl LN SIMEAT) S e
Hih, ket a@%
e Tz | A R 2 b Bz A b AR 2
iy 3.5 7 | (o2 0 S IE N (15035 5 ) i | S0 5 5 A
e el Y g i % Bk
IR SRS e 2%
(IﬁJ?WJ%W’ﬁﬂi)| ‘Jﬁﬁ%ﬁ% ‘ it
B1REREGTTENZEXREE

M 77 % W R A A i

MR 1 BRI 7 2 R A RIAE T REPEE AT & RE ML 1Y
N SZBR A F (T T4, treated group) 152 Br 3 3 A # (35 41,
control group) 1 22 K. Mt , A< 5% R 0 1) 43 X UL i (propensity
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score matching) ) J5 % . 7 MRS — RV AR R T2 R ##E AR £
RN PR BURHIE AL 5 57 Logit 271 (5 Probit 51 , JF AR 5 1% 4
RIZE R XA p g — A A — A AR 2 8L 80 m 5 %
(propensity score) , fiil [n] 43 %2 — 2H % 22 () 50 . BB = - Ros — 1
NBAT BB 52 T 9 X LA T 48 AL T6] 2 42D o Al i 1] 73 50X —
R 25 WA R A 4 A2 T I &R (BT TR 4 AR pre-treatment
characteristics) & B — L5 5 BUE . 2B 7% — 20 X 5 1) 4 0 By B
I3 )2 AR ZE o BURRAS i A48T 1) 43 803 J2 (strata) PN & 19 T 540 F
P 417E L —2F Logit £ A1 b P8 5 1 o A 1 AT B 25 22 51, B 45 )2 N
A2 T I TR Z T 70 1 22 5AUAFAE T ERBHA TR SR
. A RS ENITHE PR A £ REHZ R A ZETEIWA T
P I SRR AR AE A5 2 P A IR AR LR A S B AR
A A & BAE -1 521 (average treatment effect) K HibR 1% .

R ¢ Nk o— -
0= 22:1 ﬁK[YlK*YoK]

Var(§) = 22:1 (K;)ZVar[YIKMJ
H T AR TE & BN G A [FRFE 9 AT B AT BB 3K 45 5 A
WF T B 2 i & PE T 7 FE & (Heterogeneous Treatment Effect
ModeD)® , EL{A ik H 75 B AR C 23045090 1 40 304 J2 i S ik B 4 [l &
CE SO NISE A TE IR (s ke SN AR & N =X (B = ek |
% fx /N Z Fe il it ¥ [ 3 ( Variance Weighted Least Square
Regression) f T+ A5 [ 4 ] 14 FE 448 CAS 1] 43 2D 22 (8] 1] £ 28 48 X e A1

4. ZA XM IR 2 W Guo and Fraser(2010:155 - 156), AX i k FREE, nk TR
IR A R Y kR4 2 D SR A S B CT B TR BN . Yok 452
SRR A HEA ] & B4 (Pl 41D T8 5 4

5. S BT W I 9 AH O T A 44 L Xie, Brand, and Jann(2012) .

6. M 43 043 J2 DT B KA 7] & 58 42 097 247 B2 0 B0 68 8170 40 404 2% ) & B Al
SN AR 0 T LR % 43 J2 R VAT g WA 2 K CleveD) 4R (1T, 2 1 BT LI A Y
SR PSR TR A T S B4 Ol 1 A5 Bt TS 6] AT 1 43 B4 2 0 2 2 1 43 41 Ccluster)
FEAE— 43 2 L I 0 O 2 PO S 4 B 7 1R) & AR RO RIS IR o 08T 43 043 2
1] 2 3% 42 W A SIRE (5 00 7 J2 2 A0 e L ] & 558 10 5% 00 2% K PR 2 kL S ) 0 16 1) 43
G2 A 7 R A 5[] % 3 AR 10 5 M 25 002 I 25 0 1 43 45043 2 10 A0 78 T O
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Ml 25 5. WERJZE 2 19 R B0 S0 . W IE [ 2 5, SR 2 2 1 R4
AR Ut 7 1) B 4

PR N & RAETTEATFE ISR, DA EEE RFR
HH I TR SR ) S o A X SR A b A A T A . A b
I 32 AR 8 B T 1 4 DX B 7 A Ll B 8 SCHE 2R 4R (Sanders and
Nee.1987) . T AF B £ (9 I 5 £ 55 T4 B 76 3 4 X9 9 1 Le 41
(Portes and Jensen,1989) . T4 7 i i I i £ 215 5 (Xie and Gough,
2011) FlZ 75 18 Fi i 28 3% 46 b 19 77l vh A% (Zhou and Logan., 1989)
G DA BT R B AR 1 T AR B A Ay A R AT
AR REN A& MR EZEE — R ESBR T ARG KAR—
WERE . AWEFEAE AT R 2 F M At SR 0 5 ORI BOoe i H
AR B A g R R 5 L B ST IR A 2010 AR X BR = MK =
AR 55 TN DL A 5l . TEX S BE b B NI T2
RERTANWFEGE  ABUE TR THA TES bR £ E#Z
EWFHEMLTAKREZ 50, i ) 14 R 78 Al /9 £ 02 A5 2 i
M2 . b T [E 2 B4 E w]REAF 16 T B/ 1Y 50 0 4 (4] | P 2H 5
A KL IR A IR B T TAES TR iR R R SRR 2 A
ZRIHIN T AZR S . X TUF 2705 E, 5835 4% 52 950
R T/ BRI . R 1R T REAR AR S R .
B 11 4% KRRL5HRBEFAFRSKER, RiF18.3% AR LS
HIEG M EEEREAR 2 LR, Rit 22.6% AR R THITE
Y i 50 % LA b TR TH %

R 1EEX/EEEEE/IRNRESILHISGIT

B E HIEEMEE 50% L) _E Tk
R BITEAN (%) B BRIPEA (%) BE BiFEA
TR 184 4.6 193 4.9 186 4.6
[F] T3 / 143 8.2 246 11.1 65 6.2
[l 45 126 11.4 281 18.3 659 22.6
REMS 3532 100.0 3219 100.0 3111 100.0
At 3985 3939 4021

AR B TR [F) 2 10 5 (9 A 2 5k 1) Xk b i SCAY 3P Ik Tt
AT LR 75 A7 R sk b S AR I ) [A] £ (Lee. 1998) . 7242 i [A] & SR 4k
78 S I B3 X B A I AR R L LLR FE 43 A £ 5 X iR R
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RO LA/ 875 SO SR R 2 RAE M A R 2 di BN iT 72
LA R AR R & BEAR p i 5t o ol T 9 2 ) Ak 00 17 e B LR B A
TR GERERR AL AW FEAT LA PIAS f B2 5 E 7] & R4 . — 2 LI A
EHE NS E XS RE. RUGLRZUMT K G0%LL ) NFE S
FE SR 2 A BT — Mg SCRLE TR 2 KPR O Ja — i E XA
ERECEREES 32N NI CES £ S

2 IR TR BB D AE AN [F) 2 SCT ] 2 R AR FEA 1 R A
L. ATAER LA E PR S REARGFEIFAER2EE, A
AR IR TR T2 T AREA 1 F B KCF A TARR R K. 5
REHRZ A B/N AR, BATHR R H AT AR @i R
SEAC W o py eI A R AR AT R A R A M 2% AR & SRR

A RBIER

B IR WAL & JRAR B Ve WP L84 [ T LY g — 284K IR TS 5
o FHAR S RE? URRTERHEAR S RERN P TAECR=
1.5 = 00 Sy A 25 i 57 Logit L7, 15 R 5wk A TF) & AR 14
R AR B A A2 5 5 V) A B4R 0 B R L 2 W
AR AT TR e (LR AR AT R 70 AR D 53T TH P fE 45
O3 BEAT WS N TR LG ) 2 53 5 S A i A TR B H AT TARS .
HL AR FE N T 3T DR A BT A BB T L R AR A b N T 4
THESE 20000 B98O T % AE bR Il B RS2 [R]) £ RAR BOHL 2 RIS
KA (AR R TALZ SR AR — 4, UL I XX — R I 2y 9 A
RIHBAT S I W BEITZoR A 0y R IR TR P2 RAEAE—iE

7. AL HY Logit 5 BU4 F T Az il AT £ A G001 1m) P 3 £, 2635 4 Logit BRI A 1 4%
P IEIAT T AV H K 5 (imbalance check) . #2368 & 8L, B fh E X T, [ & REH (T H4D
AR 2 REH FERADEL R ZH A L FEBUE LA BE 2R, XIIE & RB4EE M
e £ REFEH AN S REFAYRE T A 3255 A 2 B30 8 0 1] 14 DS IE 9 J5 vk D i 2%
PEAILR R £ AL FIAER £ A E . AT K 50 1 B A 25 TR b Ab i 25

8. AR Z 541 TOUI AL B o 7 2 0 A IR 26 5 i T e T BB A LAAE I B e B 5E . AEA ST
rh L TR AR A AR A R TR H AT A AR Z AL O B AR AE CINBE R R
RN AR S FIIR BT M (R AE CANAR 2 38 3l N EEG B 3T T ) o A & 2 1R 1 28 o e 50
PP ARA B L 2B 3 TS T RE M 8 A 98 AR B Y ik S S A A BB RY o, {H DA Logit 5581 4 2%
SKF TR R A g B 7 S BR . 38t T A% ik 5 B T LE i 1% (hidden bias) 4 7] BB A7 1E
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R 2:HEARERERHE R

MFEAR JEEMEHE  50%L ET K
(N= 3315 HEZ(N=215) K[ < (N=413)

W bR
[ 2 RES A A £ R

i FERERHE A S 0.06(0.25) 0.25(0.44)

50% L T NI % 0.12(0.33) 0.49(0.50)
A T¥ G 1933.2(1164.6) 2 144.0(1 247.0) 2 043.7(1 203.6)
S B R4 7.4(0.39) 7.55(0.48) 7.52(0.42)
B (S RA Lt 0.54(0.50) 0.64(0.48) 0.56(0.50)
IR ) 30.2(9.6) 31.4(10.9 31.3(10.1)
ZHHE TR 9.9(2.6) 9.8(2.7) 9.2(2.5)
TAEAE R 8.0(6.5) 8.4(7.5) 8.5(6.8)
AR A i 26.2 (8.7) 27.2(10.4) 26.8(9.2)
PR A RS B AL AE IR AED 0.32(0.5) 0.38 (0.5) 0.35(0.5)
A BOL R IES (S R4 . BIE)  0.1600.37) 0.13(0.34) 0.12(0.32)
R MRS IR TR D 0.5000.50) 0.77(0.42) 0.65(0.48)

HAor (%)

BEEE

INSE TR LR (B R4 17.2 21.9 24.2

il 47.1 40.0 49.9

R CEr R /) 28.5 30.2 21.8

K% 7.2 7.9 4.1
Al BLASE O

9 KA (R4 6.1 24.3 10.9

10 - 29 9.9 18.5 12.9

30-99 16.3 15.1 17.7

100 — 299 23.1 13.6 20.8

300 — 999 20.4 16.5 19.8

1 000 — 2 999 12.5 5.8 8.1

3000 LA | 11.7 6.3 9.9
AT T r 7e

LT (S R4D 11.7 15.5 15.2

T 18.7 14.1 15.4

WiiE 18.2 15.5 19.0

I RE 51.4 54.9 50. 4

15 Logit B rfr . 55 35 d5 G0 9 9 4> 748 o J2 4R 31 H AT IX 03 A i
A VA HAT A B A0 T BE A DAY R AR R A R 2 R 4%
GO JE A AR AR ATR N BEAS . AR ] 2 R AR Ak R AR 2
P 2 I 48 B2 R Y AR R T U A I R A S AR B R £ 2R
SIS R R 2 IE RO A SR TR & JRAR 2 Ok =2 5 4 O O A I TR I i
M2 A T BEAS AR 114 A< B B fit 1) F 3 A & SR . BT ) 45
AW IR 3D YA A 2 0 28 BF U5 AY A B T S0 1) T 20 A LU £
EHE AR S E SR £ A b i i T A LT A N R 2 E LW
Al 2 R4 ANSGEA S HEA R S A 105 1 1 070A 5 AE%8 0 3 Xt
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LT A AR 2 & L Ta £ RAE W 3% RIS = A ) BT AR B9 R R T 5 1)
THAVT RN S E LB S RE . BRigZ b 554 Ao v 5T gg
ot e A LU EFE PLE AR £ X E £ RE . AERRSIAD
1 e AR IR BN 2 B A T E TR & R4
RIEBHNE L RER Logit R (N=3 384)
REEMEMENRS 50% KL ELRNFS
AR FRUfEDR FH Frifi i

B 0.532 " 0.151 0.207 0.109
N HR AR 4 0.009 0.008 -0.003 0.006
HBERE
FuLe] -0.338 0.198 -0.300" 0.141
e -0.010 0.215 -0.604** 0.168
Kt 0.341 0.329 -0.669* 0.284
HIR AR 0.217 0.150 0.115 0.114
FT 0T e H
TLIR -0.715" 0.294 -0.235 0.206
WiiL -0.413 0.259 -0.357 0.187
7R -0.222 0.216 -0.270 0.161
AREFERAADLLH  0.011 0.006 -0.010"% 0.004
fiBv e Y ALE e 1.368 0.171 0.625* 0.111
fig et -3.915% 0.406 -1.638** (.292
LR chi2(11) 107.76 72.34
Log likelihood - 762.773 -1232.971

E L BARMEZTOAREET AN A I BHFREN
PFERAT AEARANIR AT TP £ A LT A
B RBF K
2. xxx p<<0.001, xx p<C0.01, xp<C0.05,

HUJe it £ RER RO, & B TER £ BE M TIER KRR
TR LR BB AEIER S REM LSRN, % L) OLS #LADE K
B Rl LR S AR AR T H 3 TR B 5, 78 3 0
Sl VAR A7 20 AR PR RO R AR TE A Al BRRE T T T 7 b S R 2
THRT . M2 RENRRIHFEHALEARENIEZWNLE 4,
TERE FAERE N F 2 1 2 REM I H TAEMKRTIEIER 2 %
E R R THA L% E 10% .75 50% M UL E LA RIS 1R S
REM P TEERAER Z BEME D TAEER 7%,

T 2 R R A M 23 B Dy R L R & AR Al b AR R CE A
WA AE A & AR A i 4R B0 22 53 o DA BU 503X T 20 N 1 L8 22
o NI EFHEEIE AR & REERFENER Logit BB ELRY b, X FEAS o
BRI AT — A 3E AR £ RAE A1) 1 2 B, B AT SR IL G RY
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R 4:FME S TEH OLS #A (N=3 315)
J AN B R & 50% Je LA b TR &

R bR R £ s e 15

EEEE 0.102 0.025 0.071 0.018
B 0.206 0.013 0.208** 0.013
A -0.006 0.001 -0.006 " 0.001
ZHEFR 0.025*" 0.003 0.026 0.003
TAEAFERR 0.039 = 0.003 0.038 0.003
TARAERRE Oy -0.001 " 0.000 -0.001 0.000
PA O FEARUE P 0.072 0.017 0.072 0.017
A B O

10-29 0.093 0.031 0.081 0.031

30-99 0.120 = 0.029 0.104 0.029

100 — 299 0.123 " 0.028 0.106 0.028

300 — 999 0.163 0.028 0.147 = 0.028

1 000 — 2 999 0.165 " 0.030 0.149 0.030

3000 LA I 0.203 0.031 0.186 0.030
F1 1T 7 b

i) -0.056" 0.023 -0.055* 0.023

Writ 4 -0.015 0.023 -0.014 0.023

IR -0.115" 0.020 -0.113" 0.020
i) 7.020 0.048 7.023 0.048
i) 5 2B R? 0.212 0.212

L AEEARKIFHA TRt
QHEABEDEEARELAZTEIN kRS RE B ARLTR
FEH LA L IABRU T IT T ERA LT,
3. xxx p<<0.001, xx p<<0.01, xp<<0.05,

7 23 % 7 BB I A BEREAS 2 45 A0 BOBE R A A% 0 BB (B J2)
WIS PRt A TRl 2 R AL 15 R 2E A B AT A (] A 0 1 78 23 0 3% (L CRP
Wi N HE AR 2 BRI PERTRD O o XAl LRI & AR, ¥15
BT AR RO R (LR S o X — Tk BE R £ R A
H FAR ] & 58 5 38 7 Bk Bt 1) 5 20 B0H B RGUE 2250, 28 8 Rl 45
JEWHEBFEA B 20 A5 T2 IR A & R MR R & A 1 T
X RO S (AR R L TR A T ) & SR X A Y- 2 T X RO R
(WL 510, 455 8K, [W) & R4 M 1F 18 18 A5 2% 535 . 052 i ) I
fiK. Dl EMEBE E SRR 2 BEMZIARBNRE 4 B3 1 F iy

9. X 1) 1 43 4% )2 B AE 45 2 P DG RE AR AT DL o Stata FPEE , BRI O vk AR Y Ay 4
P W : Becker and Ichino(2002)

10 5% B0 A0 5% ) 153 07 vk 2 DL AR SCER DU 43 )t i 8 2K 2 A 1SR 38 (BB DA
HELR N 2>>2.56, M BLHIFE 0.01 K R 2,
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0.102 &% 0.051 (bRp#fEiR = 0.0063) 11, @ MK 78 0.01 B, L
50% LA b TR % @ LT S RAER R R BN 4 BT 2 )
0.071 P %0.051 (AR1fEIR = 0.0056) , W EVEAFEALLE 0.01 &,
U VR B 3 3 AN [R) 1 7 3 30 R IR £ AR AR R TR I IE 0] 52
M, AR 1 A3 B UESE,

ESHBERRE/TENRAN T TFREM

o #H Lﬁ%J‘%&E?i@ﬁ e — ﬁ\‘{ﬁﬁ‘i 7
M2 RE S RE Ml & R4 d:F 2 R4E
Ji B R E X
J21 1604  7.5232 7.4743  0.0489  0.0120  0.0089
=2 955  7.4729 7.4541  0.0189 0.0134  0.0125
23 765  7.6047  7.5139  0.0908  0.0182 0.0155
24 17 7.7400 7.4395  0.3005 0.1006  0.0934
Hit 3341
50% A b Tk 5 X
21 1264  7.5348  7.5009 0.0339  0.0095 0.0091
22 1116  7.4954  7.4530 0.0423 0.0120  0.0121
23 748  7.5613 7.4627  0.0987 0.0176  0.0139
24 250  7.5014  7.4556  0.0459  0.0900  0.0910
At 3378

o Ja R AN T AE B A RG] PR 2E AR £ SR A i A B T 3 25 R
25 . FEx — A, R Je i 2 A 20 A 6T o o 2l i
HTE #i 7 (heterogeneous treatment effect model) 12, b %% A~ [R5 [7] 43
o 2R & REM N . B 2 fE 3 & HTE BRI 25 5 (LIRS )2 N
%) [ U sk 23 )2 (] [ 0 st 38 3 DL 3R 6D, 43 il %o o7 T Je 3= A B 2 ()
SWF S REMS0% DL T A NI 2 1 E 2 RAE . X WA & i
FoR w4380 R W RO R £ AR XT A TR M2 i R0 . 4an 2R (6]
2 AN I 52 e 500 Bt A TR S 5 AR AT i) P 1 B v T B v
DU 0L ) 2 T [ e 5 A0 2R (] 5 SR AR X TR 1Y) 52 R0 B B R TR £
SR A0 1) 1 ) AR R T RIS DA B ) . AR 2 AN 3 R
130 () 2 TE )RR R 25 0 L BB B ik R & R AR B AR IR TBAT BB TE

11. g 43 J2 T 3 P2 T U8 (ATED & — Rl 28000 U7 ¥, B4 43 0 . OLS 452 75 v g
AR, e, S5 3 FH B 3R A 4 0 17 4 43 £ ] U5 9 # (regression adjustment) , 45 500 < i
R LR £ RAE MM JE 0.097 ChrifEi = 0.026) , T2 % LI IR £ R A 0. 065
Chr it = 0. 018) , 33 5 43 2 Jy B5 10 1 S 1) 285 SR T 4% 30 A 45 38— 350 AR 3808 R/ B 22591
12. HTE KL% 7 Stata 244 1 6 4 Jg-hte-
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TR A EARAS RS o Do EMAEHE N 2 HE 2 RED X —
IEFGESEAE 0.1 B/KF BB, X245 RIEAEIE R 2.
slope of linear trend (s.e.)=0.062(0.033)
—195% CI

e TE within strata

linear trend

Treatment Effect
'S
T

1 1 1
1 2 3
Propensity Score Strata

N

2:BHEESBIELRASBREXNAFH T HNYHI I :
MEEREBEEEXRSRE

slope of linear trend(s.e.)=0.027(0.023)

2F
—95% CI
§ e TE within strata
T -l linear trend
g
£l
g0
=
-lpg L L
1 2 3 4

Propensity Score Strata

JBMAMSBSELRSREN A FH T HEXN LA

UTREXRSBE
R:EMEAUSBIELRSRENAFH T ENYH I
JZ AR
ERgE R 2 2 23 JZ 4

JiE T R B R 0.046 0.017 0.097  0.448* 0.062°
(0.056)  (0.047) (0.047)  (0.144) (0.033)
50% L | T A2 X 0.020 0.048 0.099*  0.051 0.027
(0.039)  (0.034) (0.037)  (0.078) (0.023)

E: 2% p<0.01, % p<<0.05, 7p<<0.1,

N ERSWIR

TERERERTA B T B RIEZS LR AU T EA T E TR
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aml, LUR 2 R AR O 0 A F S AR 006 3R 4 A AL o T PR o
—AE [ £ AR Al P AR AT LSRR R DA O 5 28 — BT A
Al 2 REMRIR TR S REFRGBA., PFRLH . AKRITHES
A H TR AA BE R IER . BT R AR £ SR AR A9 72 AL AT 1t
P EL 3 5 v 0 KSR A 5k DR IE 7 [R] A5 A R A ) & R AR R
RTJa A SRRt AR 2 REH RIEAFFE TIIA LS A —
SE R DLH . FLUR L 3d i X A [ 2k A TR] 2 A0 10) 25 1) [R] 2 3R 4 [l 4 1Y
it KB M Sy it AR & BRI AR IR T[] & SR Oy LA o 9 i 4 b
RAERBESE . d T A FE 2 R4 TR A A R TR SEA B AR 1A
BT R ) T i AR 2 SR 4 L[] & SR 10 I 1A 8 54 FH Ui DA A R T2
PN SR A T b SRR . — T T R B A B e e 2 R 2% 8 D)
RS 285 (8 0 T A AR A B R - 55 — 5 T R B Bk =2 N I A T
RIF) 2 ML R IR AN A AN B 5 25 1F BB AR SRR [ £
REA IR & W20 — MR 0 A B TR R AR IR TR 55 3 i il .
AR T SR A il 101 114 — 6 5 [ 1) 28 56 F 5 B0 A B e 3 4R 1 A
A ATBER R N7k BRI . 5 — X BB T AR A e RE AR R 4
M BEFEE . R BE AR R [RAE AT I5 3 I g se 4 b B =
T RE IR 7 RE T YN X 25 345 i SRAR T BB . 1 R SR AR RO AL 5
Tl 22 e 22 0 AR 9 A /N L 5 SRR AR L L RE R RS R R 2
TebLox WG RS i B A PR . 55— X Se RG0SR 4R 11 SR
BRI 1S B T AR T b R R A B R DR I
AHERFAE - R0 o R RE Fh 00 B0 AN A AT A B SR AR 00
BEXF BRI R A AR GT I T ik AN B XA ) T 5% [ L
TERY I R AEWE I . 5 AW 5 SR B 1) 23 B4 DT T8 189 D7 3 A0 S o 1
THRR L LR T [R) S i A TR] & JA T 1) 19 4 IR T AE S B it A MR
AN & R 0T 28 57 . L LR T A I T R] & R4 19 [l i Bifi 3 i A

13. S ML I 47 P o N0 R 8 e U PN A B 52 280 AR R 2 S AR D 18 72 45 23 33 A
F| =4 Probit " ILRE ML LIE BACHF HOF W RN 2 R0 T AR AL P A o) 5 s 3
ORI o K T fi 28 SR S5 2R R TR S B 52 20 AR BR W35 A 28 I B8 R (8 2 4 XM T
SRR R B AN WA AT L AR AW ST b AR B T A 2% S T REXT T
AE o 158 2 o 54 20 1 Sl 0 52 W 0 S B8 2 L LA BF 9 e A B0 X A REUR R 28 ik — 78
HEACEIRA R AT .
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7] £ AL ) AL AL Y R B . LU O T X R) & SR 4 TGy s L 2B
FE VA A K S AR IR TR A AR R AR B M e
IS BB IR S5 B[R] & AL BEAT E A & . A OF5EHH
JE T LAFEAE 22 T 55 0l b A 2R AR 1 RE S RN oR T e A B
HNIE S M 50% K UL B TR S wfe e R £ RER T, 18
FPp i SC b R B B O R £ 0 I TR] & B R R AT S — il i B
AR A Bl b 2 9 288 B IR et 1) T E AKX AR S B[R] & R4 (3R
3 Hfre A 2 A I 45 SR LT R T A RO S IR R AR R R TR Y
TERER (S 3% 4 BERL 1 v [d] & SRAE 71 A B0 » il o 1 1E 18 2 %A
FIAR S (BT 2 PRl R A 0.1 /KPR 28 . X Ie T EAY iR B2 ) &
9 JRe = 4 B A A A B IR AR By el e MR TR] 2 Ak BT R o o
HELEA P 22 S8 BB 47 09 B 7 A AT T A L2 3045 3 i 1 %8
AR ZE T RN S R & RE [ & TR WA XA 5
REJT AT IR & i R 22 5% LW Rt dl . b 208 1 U A A
RTEAREHAZI T L NFE S M S RER X — GBI LR ZHT
KN & WA & R EEA Al BE L 55 9 1 SR 4R L X Rl 3R 4 Bl B A9 T 24AE
FHJE A OO L2 T AN 2 42 v BT .

JEAE AT B DA L2 A 2 R0 T A B B AR [l R AU i ) & 5%
B ADTEBAT AT AT [F] £ AR AT REIE 50, A WTJE B felE T #) K4l 2
P T IE O A R T AR IE SRl (SO S R 22 5F) iR R T A
FEF AL TR & AR AEARIE S U p BARH W 2ot ik b - A 2
REQVFX N F X LARIE X2 TF AR R T O 2 XA 15 H s 1
FEo BRULZAD A 5T 2R B2 0l b [ & S A X 22 B A B9 A
F - WAL LAAE X R] & SR A4 DX B AN ST 58 CA S T0AE” W TR 7 S5 05D
it %5 T Al & REEAEAE 2 SRR MBI T 30 45 22 07 1 i 45 1 - 15 iy %
A 1 SRy B AT ST JGHE R [ 2 SR AR 0 HA D BEAR AT 4R

AR TR) — 8 8 R DM 8 AR O 3l N 1 SR AR AE R] — % 1] L[]
Aol s TR — A7 b A 14 B G 3 3k A7 A {FL Iz R A 2R A A Lo A
KRERTFN DTGP RIEAZ I . P ERR TR M 20 {22 80 4
RFFLE R4S MO PIE 30 RAF AR R TR IR BEHE T 1230 T AL
DO MBATAESS B 3T 8 b 0 5 G T AR M RO EEAL T 5 L
MELLE 52 B 5 A e R TR AR AR A A . RS B I F
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AR B TAE Ry — A DK 30 11 AR i R 1) R ok 0 sh B AR = A R E &
U B AR Al AR AL 25 . 76 R A B AR 30T v 32 (A A B
A, T A A R P AE 90 0 DG P B A R B Tk i gl ol 1 S R 5 i)
(FEFEH,2007; 25 175 4k 2 5L 2007 5 i 4 4 20075 | 32, 20105 817 75
2012), (P EER A RE S TR P EE ST CRIARAT P B Sk 2o
AR RIS D) SR 22 5 WA Kok B A TR A A ok VR D
AP 3T F% 22 1) Hb sk SC Ak R B R 1 % 2% 5% (Ma and Xiang,
1998) . HUARAT AF 58 N IE A M A1 B X 43 T IR A BR = MK = MR R
TAE N STEATN AR 8 i 22 5] GRIAROE ZERT (BB By, 20115 T A1 4%
XM LK 7K 7% 5 2006) o ) A5 AF 5% DR U5 b 1) #f B A0F 524 B T E AR 9
(14 25 5 D) B sk 4 2 5 W B RS R 1AL S 2 TF 7

Honig(1992) 7%t “ #5db N i WF 5 4 Hh o 6 JRL A 5 4k &5 S5 94 1
Z 1R 26 FR A 8 28 0 B AR SR T Ak AR A AR . fb A X BT
0 A 25 28 ) ) A A A B 1 3 S A A s 0 R S R T
DAFE SNSRI ERE R R N B IR SR B I 5 3E A 2 b A1 6 3R
BT T A . B BB B 2 58 A 0 B A A M AL 2 A7 R
S5 ARG 5 AU L2 4 32 B DUEE B O SR AL 0O TR BERRAE B SE R . AR
WHE U 283X — LA N I) & W A B2k BAR S S E Wk 2 1288, [+
S RENE R —FRER RN A B TR R TR T ZMA3iE . H
S IR PP UL ARG AT RE AL 4R A 06 R ANE] & A A2 ok S, X
Foft 75 3 — Oy TG 43 5 ol £ oMb vl £ T 2K 3 AR 0 L AFL 55— 7 T sk 1 )
S FhRE B2 32 T REARL S R S 3R 11T 55 8l ) T 3 R 58 2 1 S L 0 A AR R AR
RTERAA PN, X —KFET KR LHEZMAR S X R
G A PR BN A 1 A 25 B B A T E SR T R AR A

2 % 3Tk ( References)

EZRF i /A O sk &R gt Al 2000, 3 E O S 4E 4 20000M . LT E S
F AL

T LR B SN, 2011 MR R T M 5P EFRRRFMT]. (F#
Tt (124) .4 - 14.

ZEREMRZENE . 2007 R IR TAE R E R & T AL AL S BT 4L & 22058 (3)
1-17.

Mg H . 2001, R E LML B3, 9. 1 7 ) PG RO H MR AL

XIMROE. 2002, % & LA EAR GHEAH R IR HF ST IM]. b5t B A & Rl 2
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AL

XUME HEWT (G By 8y . 2011, 55 Zh BLAE 1 b X 25 55— 3k X £k — A F & = ff1 3 X 4 ok
L ) 5 A A (T o E AL R4 (2) 1107 - 123,
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