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GBS 2 MRz R © Oaxaca g FEF
1. EMgELERY

5 OECD (2001) 2 % » #ifiré=—waZon TEA ~ R B SEAE R [FI R i
BHlt glE g - BRI &SRR & B 48 2 R TS B 2 7%
PE o B 90 FEAHHIMERR AT AR » EEEHY T S BR T 2F | (Howland, 1998;
Hoffman and Novak, 1998)=( & " & :{ = & (information rich) |, B " ZHiH &K
(information poor) ; (Doctor, 1991; Selwyn, 2006) 7 RAE AT 3% 72 0T Al R R L4
B2 3 [REER AT _EAYET S - — Aok 1t G BIURERR Hm e S ERA
B~ FEOERE - JERGGIRRE  JRg9 B RE S (T B R L S DR &
HEHE (Norris, 2001; Ono and Zavodny, 2003; Rogers, 1983; Vicente and Lépez,

2010) -

PRI » AEBAERY AR SR EL E4aaefny A ) IR 1A ) SRR EL
AP A VUL S 72 B e DU I Y B 48R s30s - EIERESE — {8 A AT L4
ESFSE 2/ Do e 2 (5 YIRS ] R - @ E I A AT 2 SURRER R T A [RT R EE
[ B R B e A T BRI ) VBV S A2 HE IR ZR - AR SURRE T S EE A B A
B TR ) AR BALE RS - AR AR E SN ZaE B
1 (self-reported) =& i B A I F {552 P IR ] 2 238 15 788 55 1k B 2 1 R (el R T =R A
ERGEERAY(E IR Z2 52 - BN > REFIE— P HUIREE O > AT RSt 78S
i LA (o P IRF ] RO MR 22 2 - PR — BB T THYARRE -

FENT 5 B A B AR (5 P A RH B R SRR o - e — (B Y B S 2R R A e e
BRI ARSI (S T /Ry « INIIEE > ASBITSE At {eh Becker (1965) R Lt HYMRF ] 73 o H S
(theory of the allocation of time)alffe it — {18 i Y B SR AL 2fe S B LB A AE R A

I BRI B PR Y R FH L R SRA T Ry » 28010 - £ Becker (1965)—3Z > HIFA A



NI By R BEAE AR S B PR > T CH B e e B s e i e 5 —
B ASGRHE AL S (E SRR EIT Rt R — LIRSS - RSy B Em A
T AMEEAAEZ b R B A S A B R Y R SR T Ry T LU B S L
B IR AT 2 EEE AT IR (I R A

WEBACEHTZURE  LECEZN S » HhlE—EESERET T
[1(%0 Bimber, 2000; Kennedy et al., 2003; Liff and Shepherd, 2004; Losh, 2004; Ono
and Zavodny, 2003; Schumacher and Morahan-Martin, 2001; Shaw and Gant, 2002;
Sherman et al., 2000) » ZAf » Al/0A BPEET B R B 4E R F I Y s BN 2R

B BN FEAT B AL M 2 R BRI 25 - (I - AT 2012 FE &8
NIZ P ETHEER - ASCLE TS 7 R i 55 20 2 R4 R 5 IS RATRY

FEH o (EE—FEATS:  Goldfarb and Prince (2008) 2 — S S e 48 RE {5 FE A% i iy o 2

PRIZEAVEEZESCRR - M5B AR S TSR = (AT IR e i S I
[E B4 IR R (P SRER Y IRTBIHIRE & ALK - 4H Goldfarb and Prince (2008) -
ARRIEIR L - AHEIRN S AT - (TR R R PRI = i g poA - 1R
G IR B4 - 15 R MR AT 2R S B AR IR E AR EEAR E Y
PR TR R A S EEA R E IR NZ ~ R Tim )RR E - mIEERFE
i LARHIR R

PR T P AR R BN RAVRERAE MR 2 RV E R AT S —E HAvE
FIF E Blinder (1973)£2 Oaxaca (1973)FffEH1#y Oaxaca ffr i AR ER TG R 578 55 2L
FHER R BRAVIRA RN - Oaxaca Jfpfie e m] B 22 21 K b Ater e M ol 22 S At
R ER 7y » S —(EE D Fon BB L0 A [ 4872 5 2/ b o] DI (E B E4H
R SO R R R (NPT E R RS A R AR > IEE U B
il Ry TSR (endowment effect) ;[T E85 (& 7y Fon HARZEA 2/ D] DI I (A
B R S SRR S T AR 2= B PR » L0 A SO R R (R B

UfEg b SRR ]S B TAE B HTRG 43 (Feldman and Hornik, 1981) -
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5 (coefficient effect) « &1/ BHY/E » Oaxaca HFFLE IS MERI A H T & 28
T AR AN T RS E RS E R - AR B A AR
BB T A RO I L AERRI R fr 2 -

RI{E M AL % 22 45 (A E P T B R 85 [REE 2 HYET 5 - ST B 3% T EY
FHVERETEAIEMHETRZ - e BRI RN ERATBURE— SR AR
(ERRAMIAEA BT 7E_E4ERF R 2 MR BB BB - (8] 1 RO - DASSHEI S - 48
[FEAFTIS R B 23 & mIRE (R - 2801 - EfE & mEAAl A E LR g -
MELZ T > 8 2~4 B 4R SRS - T B SRt g LU S BHIRE (5
FEFPEELLC MR IGRRE 2 TR AR B « #RJ5EER - 08 R B &Rl E s i (eI
[FIBE R > Rl EAE R A 2R A AR (5 - EE—IZEVE > FrA B S8R L
M EAgF I EE S ) - EHCE 1~4 I RERERE R B R R MR 2 R AT
R FH R Y B e A AR — 0 i g St g SO R B E s R M = R

[EH R RERH (%

ASCZ GRPREA0TT N —Ei R EEm A - EEEREE  NAER R E A E
M LR R TR RE - BORkeR B BRI 2 ER SR 3 BS54 )1 56 5 EfiER

HIARRIE 2 6558 © etk — B RIAREE SO 2 BBt B w] DUE (R Z B 5E 7 A
2. HmiEfE

HR AT FE 2 B BER B G B RET BAL  ER EL R Rl SR 2 T B B

DRI WU IR AR AU HE R T B T SRR A R A PR
FIAT By > AL 55— {18 B RG9S 5 BE AL R e P o B (5 P B R B e Y 2 A
2 o AL FEILET AT AL Becker (1965) Z IRefa] /AL HiEm =AY » ZRAFIES
s BT T e R S B R 1Y £ P LS PR A SRR Y B T Ry - I DA B (R i T
FR7 PR B (s F FE A B et A B R A Y -

B e 2 et B SRR K FERS mAv R BTy, ..., Y  1R#E Becker (1963)
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FrE#: > It K R a2 s a T BRI 45 & 7 5 & (market goods) B AR K HY
i o BHIIARER » RE Y, Mok ST ERAL VAT TS E I A A Y BT R 5
B AEPREMEEZASE B By, IR ERERE - ARG AL
LhH e H BB O R B B IR G2 P H B BB 25U - T
> FRET AL A e R T RIS AT 0 Y, = T (X b)) A x B
S RN FoRAREE y FrfCAYIR R 5 TR K AOFREE K RS i - BRI RRAY S 4
H—ERET BRI AESE AR R mT e ARy EERS B 40 Ry B AR
A

FIFH R i AE 2 ek 5 (home production function) yfEEE: - AR 1 BB R ERL A & (5
R ERE AT
Yo = fCI (XCI v Ty ) 1)

Hrp oy, BAER FAGEBUEEIRYE H/KEE § AR F48ETEBIHIRe A 537 K
AR A RE A SRR (X ) EAERFRE (L ) - REAN > ATE S G (D)=Z
A SRR ] T B A R (constant returns to scale) e

g (1) RZEFR > X EEEHEEEHIRAE ME R &R
T

min pCI XCl +WC|tC|
Xertel

st Y =fo (X, tgy)
Horb o p, B w, 43R B T ERE FAEH S A RS EL AN RRT e R A Y, B
B2 R E AR AR FE N AR 2 2 /KR - — PR RS S A ZNVHEEER g EN

BES By B -4E0 A 17 A 2 (technical rate of substitution) » 7B

Por _ ) (X b )/6XCI
Wei B ey (Xar» ter )/t @




< X(*:I =Xe ( Pei» Wers Yo )Eﬁitél =1 ( Pei» Wes Yo )/)%J:?LILWZKT@/J\%%EZ{L%T&F%
TR - AT Cl =Co (Pars Wor Yor) © FIFILEBEEEK
ol S R T DUHE S S B A AR B T B ¢

CCI ( Peir Weys Yo )
YCI

C;T = CCI ( Pei» Wey 1) = (3)

IR LA BRI » —{EfEAE R a T BAL 2 A R R RE n o T
max_ U ( Yo, Yy Yica|S)

Yer 20, ;20
K

K-1 -1
st. CoYe +2.Cy; <M and t, + D t, <T
= =

j
Horp SAHRE(U ) B— SRR ELE s [ (strictly concave)riy# - JREIU" > 0
U"<0 : M BT Ryod 5 2 SRS RCATS BRI /] - S ReFra G2 8RN
2 AR RiEs REREANER - £ Rl SRR R E S - HAEE
FYBRLARAR(CT ) T ARHEIRL(L)-(3) U MR R A © BRIt 241 -

FHA R e BLAL A 7T B B8N A o 2b s L (ANnZ 4R 8E) » [RIIEE » Afi# (corner
solution) VBT A Bl RESE A - Fy T #EE Kuhn-Tucker f&(F - a[iEELL_E B AR
R PR A RS RERY Lagrange RUEFE a0 T ¢

K-1 K-1
£ =U +/1(M —C;yC,+ZCTij+y[T —tc,+2tjj (4)
j=1

j=1

oo A8 p By Lagrange SEE > 73 5l 848 v] SCRC TS BRI Y S BT B
TR E R 2 - FEH(4)Z > ATRHER _E48ETHRE L7 LY Kuhn-Tucker fF&(f:
TR

U, —4C <0 (5)

Ya 20, Y (UCI _ACS): 0 (6)

G B (O) A E 2 —ER PR EGEEER LEEHE MR KIE U, B1AC Ri#
ZEERRTE > BB BB T IR AR ARG Yo P NELE DESUE - L
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A O)F PSRRI - AR PR R B4 RyAES#(interior solution) - 2
Z o EHO)FATERBAFARLIL - AR EAGERER L8 - A -

FIIFH Kuhn-Tucker {4 » FTHHESR 4B TER S BB KRR BAME
TR B W Yo = Yo (S, Py Wey ) © JEFT Shephard’s lemma w71 > 27—
i Yoo BRI B 1 480 RETIGR AR BT 53 BT X = X (P Wer, 1)

BT =t (Do Woro 1) © G5& DAL > TIEHEIH AR o frm B L

s

H%‘:‘Fﬁﬁéj\%u% Xé. = X:; “Ya (S’ Peis We )E—,’i\itél =t; “Ya ( S, Pe s Wm) °

FRIZ AL B Em AR > AWTFEf(E Goldfarb and Prince (2008)f2tH AR P& P
F R RS E R B EEF R Ty - 2SS — P B SR ER AR S IR
EEfl > fEAEER AR (random utility model) (McFadden, 1974, 1981) - [LFEEL
2 )7 LB B B A B R 2 FET B R - 55 P B R E AL %/ VI
[E_E4E - AR > HRERHE R A E A SR RIS 5P T Rl Ay R
AL > 255 PSR IRy TR > ST BB R R iy A T (2 R 22

(Goldfarb and Prince, 2008) -
3. BRIRRHEBE ER

AWTFTE R E B TEE Tt e H i % R g% E Rt G 1Tk (AR A
AR TIR B BB E NR F ALK E 2012 SFEEREER - HETFUE g R
TR A EAO R 25 o TR - 51 8 AR RN U 2 5 A T
[EIHFE A - L& AR0EA R 13257 SEHZEE @ 58iiFR Ry 70.9% » IR
29.1% o Horfr o B HRAS 45% - 2o 55% -

3.1 Bt

EENRFHUKEREENEE TZhE ZBEARE - RET & - BERN
R FREIFRIE RGN - B ERE TEARE ) 80E TEE 0 AFRRIT L



TR - DADERHE - BIEAAERE - TeEANPVE G TSRS FREME - i
EERHEE B B BRI - R > 4t 9846 I R(E RN B REEHA S
HEMHESR -

A 2R N ATREAE 5 9 A TR E AR EEE 4ERe’ - NIL > 2 ahal
EM ) ER RSy RE DA(EIA BN - R AT ZE T HER - K 301 A GEERY
ERHARR S ZahER A I H e 4 5 B RS S = EE
RIS/ VI B8 - 28R ATRER R TIERZ B S SR L4
] > NIEEABTFE 2R 55— T S G R R R 27 | - I EPRIEE

B HUREE > DIFHRAER AR I RE v iR AR o it 2235 B
BHALR TAF % BN Z bR - PRIELZS - Aguiar and Hurst (2007)F5t - #5E
ORTETEENR FERH R AR B Ryl AE 21 kDL B2 65 R LA » DAssE (R ] 3 i
AURSRIT Ry > ERILER M — 0 MR 2073 EAREE G FREMATER - &HME

Bt AR AR MR 5237 S Horr» BIPERAE L 40% > 20 S 60% -

3.2 BEERAGURNGET

AW FE W (E BH SR e S 8 > JRRIER RS PR B R4S > R —(ER P A — 2
g NIE - AT BECZiiE R R T EHEAARCE - B3R 1 ZRGIEET ] LA
B AW TR BARGYH /R Z 5 E R A A PR B © R b o i 55 1 8
LRI T BANR » RPBUREERM Y —RAE 1.69 /NRHEZ B4 > AL
PEZ /NS

(R 28 25 SRR 7 R PR P B | Sy ] 2 2 IR 2R A 32 E (Dickerson: and

Gentry, 1983; Drouard, 2011; Goldfarb and Prince, 2008; Hitt and Tambe, 2007;

Roycroft, 2013) » bR Bt & (8 AR AT ~ REFRAHKE

P s FRUEHYS - SR RS T B
* EE R - ZEAHEL WI-Fi -



RN BLERS N R (AL ) - FEAWTSE - e - 205 BlERsatha s A
BEARZHEY - B OEBEE N EREE > G2 EEa S ORI
1> ®AlK 0 - RRAERRIAEE PEAFTE—ERRIEE > SCRBTFTRHE AT
SR = (E R B R - RIHUA DY 3 & ~ /it 3 &£ 5 #Ed 5 ELLE - AR H
WA 3 EIVEFAH R B2 BB - IE9h » REER SEEIR T RE - — 2
EEH S HAEERIEE - R T HEFRERNERET R > REEEY
ZHh > HEsR g RBHE HEHIEE > AP EEFRE RhHMKER
A LERET MG RAER - &% I ENZHREEBAE SR
JEEAET - DUEEAEGERE /2R AR EEEEEER - 1L
B~ oS e e D AR

WM L FR > ARUFFTRSIRAR Z P F 48 5k > HH 2o 2 SR
49 1% » B Z SPHIEFHRLT 46 1%  THIIN B - RIS SR 9 1 4.6 4F
RS 1.7 4 HhE#EEL Schumacher and Morahan-Martin (2001, p. 103) 2
S5 BB RS2 20 - TR AFTRAYERSY » RTLAEEL &
MRS BC B AR S EE A IR AR ELAE P AR PTG (B F4H - PR H BR8] DA
IR B S AR B FU PG A A 1) 3¢ i o S S M AL PR 1 T S

4. BERERIEE

AHTFEA] Heckman (1976, 1979)Frfe tH AR A B FEEIUAE [ n] RERY e R (Rt -
SRR R 1% > AWTFEE— P A Oaxaca R schn i &/ L4aRFEIERIZE
FEHIRARIA -

ug

4.1 BEA RIS

TEREA BRI » SU, 81U, AR (E5R S BN B RS > 3
F7K#E « AU =U, oL U, oo B—SERs o AT — TS S SR s
W



{1 if xB+g >0
0 otherwise (7)
Hrpo x Bl gEsp B RSER A BRI R 2 B RibEt 2B & ¢ &7
HE R 0 HE RN 1 R R AR IHC < Bi720E - A51L > ATRES 1 R FHHE
Hi§ ZARRIRRL

Prob(D, =1)=®(x,B) (8)

Hrp o o(.) RyIEH R85 2 BRHR R o -

7 EHEIF () AIER F RIS 2 B A e R IR T - R FAEIF R R
o=y
t =zy+u if D=1 9)

Q) z Bl RER & DGR Z BB RH R E: v Bt 2BREfu 2
ER 0 HERER o WkEHE RETHCZ 3R - ’a(9) 3 2\ = B3]
LEAE R

E[t

z;, D, =1]=zy+E[u|xB+& >0]
=zy+E[ulg >-xB] (10)
=27+ pok (XB)
Hep phyeBlu ZHHBIGE 4 (xB)=4(xB)/@(xp) RIZBEIE RR > FHRTH >
SCER EAE B inverse Mills ratio(fEf§ IMR) « ¢ (.) R H AL 2 R EE N
8 - Heckman (1979)f5H » %5 BL5 H ¥H(9) FUHUEER - MARFE IMR - BAGETH A8
i H R o NI > 558 AT REATBEE R 14

] xB+&>0] =zy+B,4(xB)+v (11)

11) Az fEEt 28R A — 2k -

° #p =0 AILMERENETREREES Q) R ESE - A 0 p 20 B NEIART
a2 SBUZ A A RZRAY - FREEM Heckman Frigttify B JESREAEITELL -
10



4.2 Oaxaca rfi&

AL SRR Oaxaca Hrig &K 1 FH 2 fm A (R AF 4H &8 7545 5 (economic outcome)
Z BB - ARHZEE S LLHRE 7 A5 oA 48R R ME R 22 RATRA - B
TREm L f 3R RSB » UER ERfAE s Rl By

tmi = Zmi’Ym +ﬂlm/lmi +umi

. n (12)
ti =2Z4Y; + B Aq +Uq

S BuBL B, B2)R 2 R HAR 1 A R — P ELER RS A 2 probit
sFFTEEAAY IMR > Oaxaca HfFf# Al =m0 | -

ﬁn* _t_f* = (W’?m "‘(I _W)?f )(7m —Z; )"‘((I _W)Zm +WZ; )(?m _’?f ) (13)

+ (ﬁimﬂ’_m - Ié/lf Zf )

He (g =m, f) {072 RARRIRIY TH65RHE 7, 817, SRR AR RE IMR

M 5 | B w IR B AR R S I - FE(L3) R - BRI B

=5 EHEF —IEBEIRER > 2 ER1 a2/ DER At S &S Em

SR FRAEE IHABRERE R ERTE L/ DR KBRS

BirB s ER P ER -

FEEBIE £ Oaxaca JFErF » TR REM S BN R ATt L T HE B
HE SRR (W SIS R (AL 5 B0 6 FFors) - 7ERESEAOIEIE b - AHTS
(IR R B R B2 (5 TR wW=1 - B T HEE Iz AR
Ie(robustness) » <3z th {1 FFI R [ BB AR SR S SR R B e e
k-

FEI) AT - F LB R & — AL SURR A Ry BE 38R (selectivity effect) - F
FRBEREESURIVFAE - (E1S R R0 BRI 2= 5T mT e s Al B2 R A
It - 1£ Oaxaca ffrEFHVIER] E - FEERRRE N ITRGE RV BZEHEN - A
[E] S SRRSO BRI R, - BEEEUR AV HIRE B B (R e s B IH A A TS

11



A AT ERERCR ()R FEER 255 - ER B EEERIVER
=5 BV R 7 R R AE — Ee B Y SR 5 (Duncan and Leigh, 1980;
Reimers, 1983) - [Nt » (13)=N4K FHER & nlqEHALn |

(& —8)~(Bundn = BatAr ) = (Wi +(1-W)7, )(2, - Z)

(14)
+((1-w)Z, +wZ, )(7, -7)

5 ERER

AW E fe 2RI 2 fEEHEER Bl Z SRR I e a R B ]
s BRI RIAVT Ry > DURGE S BURAE MR I Z R 2 22 - 2%
R R EHE fRR 2 1% > AWTFEEEL Oaxaca fJfff 2 §ER - AL5RIFE (R EHR (mar it
PRSE RV > DIUR ARV EE S H{REE - ik - ASCKIRIB L UEAT
TRLAAENEE - 2HAREGER - DIEBSEIFRE R 2B R -

51 BISRAZAERR

IR 2 ER KBS A T U AR - WRATR - Fred
HIPRH S Z Rt RS - AR ERERRE - RERFERH EIGARER
B - AR > RIEEMIEATA ~ REA LB EAEA T FIN R AR G
REFIERFE - ROTEY] > SR GERAEN - 15N > 50 RS ik
PR SR HY TR - AR B (EAEIC R e T B 0 R ) S R R A B E 1
L E o JRI > AWTFERSIR R E P HMB R R B Ok BN B R A S
RER - bR T REREHREE /N AILIEERE 2 2 BB R HAY S54SR A
A EREAR Z (GETH ERAE BT A LA E — 2L - pseudo R-square &5 {H &E[EE
0.375 £ 0.422 Z[d] - {£3% 2 17 > AWFeZ EhEER AT A A ~ Bk
TR B MR S PRI BRI 53 IR O TR T 89% ~ 90%EH 89%H AR AHHZZH -
BRI S - ATt Z BRIl ER T T 37 2% B S8 dl 2gsGT -
LR o AL BRI y BB > HAIN BB LM ERREE 2 BRI TT Ry

12



7 DalCIE- ¥ v G NI

Br TR B T2 R T SR b P 55 1 B M R R S R AT R 7=
ST R R RUER BN TR 3 0 BRI A B0 S s iy
SEYE PR B R AR - SURMEDRG B B R - — R
FI-FH 3B R (average marginal effect) - BE & £ VI EZ ERVEREUCR
(marginal effect at sample mean) » ASCERFHRTH « fRIBO) - EERBEABIHN
RI—(EHEEE . (x, AP BIESER AR T

> MEj, Z&Prob(Di :1)/axik > ¢(x;B)5
| | |

N N B N

% 3 HUERSREUR - LME ARSI S - MHEgNEATSERE > ATfSslEaT
T2 HIEEHIN 0.06%EL 0.24%H T FEHEHR FHARAR [T 2CHEEREERI 7334 i 0.1%E4
0.24% - [FEA1 - SFERIEII—4F > SEEmE BB BB 4y 0.01%HY R A
PR - DEERENS - BUREET > HENBAEEE R/ NEERE HEEE
FET 2 e o B op R KB 0 0.08% 2 0.11%HYEBHS FR AR T ME R
ATATEETT 0.21%% 0.28% ° FHELATAT - BB LTI 201 2 Bh PR Y82
BA > B ERER RS £ W HEEKEE - ’Rea B HHE
RS ER R R EL S 72 - 55— 5T MHEINIES LIRS - BB LS Ll
BEE R 0.1%HYER AR » HRad RER I B L febbe 2 e ok FH B _E YIRS
ALY - Vicente and Lopez (2010)B[IFEH] » Fefik S CofEhst# P A B AL
TR IR B O R BN D AE - i RE A Ut (e (5 B O FEBEE PR

B -

IS

FER FERT SR IESRER 71 AT e 38 3R o e MR B o 45 B2 A B R B bR
FITR 2 B B E AR A 2 MDA AR B - A BRI T & # T &
EATTETT F 1% 0.06%HY RGP AR » SR —15 - 55—l > JRERRE
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iETASE BN IREF R PR R AV I IR - (YRR 0.14%HY £/
BRI > TR ERA R BHER - LR HD > AT R R R e S TR e i
PRSP AR E RN ER - Fral BB NS - BRSO gL - ke
BT P& 72 AR BB FTA — (i EE % i ] (40 Chakraborty and Bosman, 2005; Hoffman
and Novak, 1998) - &G & ABTFEES RELE L SURL - AW FE AT E ST RER
BRI R Z e RS PR FH B % 22 2 BRI > DU — D H PR ] RERV BT T 223 5 -

52 FERRE 2 AERR

Abtge 2 AR i =UZFIA Heckman (1976, 1979)Frie AR A B2
PilFERE E S © 0% 4 PR > LR B B M RI A 2 (A T DA%
IREERFAE SR - AR M BNZR 1% - (AT BB S eSS
TEEL I RIESR B4 > E38 R B Goldfarb and Prince (2008)— 0.7 S 96 —%( >

JREIATIS ST SRR PR 2 s R BRSO - S 2> TS As AR AT BE
PRAJEERS > (EAEZ EEARF RN mR) - st ATie B EAEET AT 23R A R
{4 Goldfarb and Prince (2008)f e Ry (AT iREE 2 R IR I B & B A
B > R > M fEE SRR L4 « Ao M BRI e A5 45 SR
Goldfarb and Prince (2008)—ZFrfeth VR & I E BB EEE E % T T

R EZACR > SUE S LS B & (implicit price) AT Fo i & 2R L -

PRI > AWHFEAIEER MBI S PTe M  (ERTS LA G e AR H]
R EH - BEE MU G SEHEREUR - ARSI Z RIS A
AR Bt M SRR = P20 - SHETEEER - AT FTie i DU TR - (£ 5
2 RATR MRS RRE L e B R E R T i R IR S e Ry 2 S5 (40
RNz~ BERTRE  AREFRNEESRZHHESNIRE LE
(reservation wage) » [Nt - 75 EEHERAY 52 T dwif 2888 I (KA REE - (BRI

© AEATRAFER » S B A T IS S Ry BB PR i3+ 20 Rt 33 5 (exclusive variable) ©
14



R & B FERZ B M P R (B AR S A B E RIS R - IS ety L& -
S ARFEA G R EATSMA GTEE S I RAE R L4 -

FEHAAGEHARBOT D RKIERE A/ NS g A B AR IS B L (5 HARHE
BRI AR E L - DARERIE AR » REERIARA > HHEEZ
AR R E A S FSOR > B BN RN - S5 R ERA
Btz A fE R A AR B s B (BRI AR S M AT B - 1B
Ayt aE R i s AR M BP R A B b B RS E h B R R A
SORE > AR D E S T R R IR A AT R ER A

ENTEWIN s Ay A A SIS E =R SR e N} R RS 3 PRy A
S ALK ERRY B L BB S LA R 1 I [ R FE AR AT % VIR Bl 4 (Sabzian and
Gilakjani, 2013; Schumacher and Morahan-Martin, 2001) » {3 IF [A/FYEEE TTRE &
e FHHVEREINZ - 5 RAEERRYEh = - MIRE A B SRS B4R (T RV R
FE o HEIMTIE R 4] HYIE D (Gaudron and Vignoli, 2002) - {RAGSHEAYE4E -
17> 4L B EAE T Bk SR A B4 PR Y IE (=) B > = Y 44 vl RE ¥ -4
IR AL IR 8 - HEAE IR B — GV EUR B A 28R -

itk AL EWETE YRS LR R (£ R AR e R B B Y s el X
FHEEE AR J8M > ATl - e A RN 1% - fim B
M SR SRS R R R - WILER > Bl B SS RIHI AR
M > AWTFEfR PN A REAVEREELERE - B ISRV AR A BB RL
ARHFEAR > AT H H ASRIRRA - BENME - BoLEEE o DUE SRS IRTT
EITHE ) A REHR A EIE AR T o E i - [ EET 25 5 A - [FlERHT -
SRS (015 B L BRI REE XS A N I RIS - A1 48T R ] R e it
MR EFTEHR Ziim - % > IR R E R RAERT 2 9l 5 Sl R E AR
B AMEEFEIMEF TAEREAS - 17 B8 AT R R IE 1S 2 A T AT 2 A HIBURF 3t
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EE - AESEABIMAIGRZ T - B0 EREE SR (£ RS E W RS 4

RFfE] e B

5.3 Oaxaca JFfEsE R

AIFZEH &8 R R 22 5 Oaxaca HFfR&EFFIAFE 5 - 41 5 Fr » &
IERHY EAEIF MR RIAEE R By 0.7 /NEf > FoRGE B LM — R ZAE 40
TY#EAESE EAE o LB IEMIRHIRGE 58 T DU R BERREOR (5 455 52 30%0) B (A HL
BER(GHELR 70%) - FLEERFOR - IR SHVERNRH U B Ry
P ELERE IR — Y R R R T E IS p AR R M 2 R IR
PRSP 2= AT A (R BOSR - AR R SRt > TCHEZ Sy Eha R AR RR SRk -
1 & YR ESSCRE L R & A R REE R B¢ (discrimination) > ASHTFERE
Ry o 38 B 4 B TR A1) 2 B A O AR E % 2 F RS 1 e 21 AR B B2 (gender
stereotype) AT - HIRZIMENSRAVEZEE - 2LV nTRERE iy B CEEANER (5 R 2
an > AEM PR T EBEERSR AV EE R » 1SR 2 R SR RO R A HIR
B (PREEAEE S AE - 2005) SRR RIZIMREN SR Rl RE /2 ik 578 _E 48R e 1]
AR EEFN -

YRIATAL > /£ Oaxaca Hr#RVIEM L - AHES EEREIUR N IGER TREY
AR EMERIRGE R S S EUR GRS - f£R 5 0 AFIFEAIHIR
FREBEERSIR ZIPARGER - WIRATR - RIEZEFIEFCR T - EERREZERIRE
55 0.56 /NEf - RoR G HBUEEL LM — R PIEAE 34 riEfE s B4 - 1A
REFGER 39% > HREGCRATS 61% o HILFTA > E AR REEHERCR > A
Rl o M ARBSSER AL « BCRAAENFE LG LA FRRE R 2 8
g7y - FRE A RERV B R R B E RN » FFA/ZAE Oaxaca IWIFEIEM T - &
S BRSO N S R R — E RS  E -

B1% > AWTFEZ PREE RIS S MEIREE Z (S5 T A B R 275 (B TR A%
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ARSCAE— B E A SRR YA [FIRE B 2R et e g4t SR AV RS (14 5 20 Reimers
(1983)— 3044 T Wi 5] H FEREAH AR EIROREEE - BTw =0.51 : Cotton (1988)(H A
41 SRR EL B E (RS > Blw =N, /(N +N,) : Neumark (1988)#F pooled
regression 7 (i FABOEITHHE - BIw=(2,z,+2,2,) 2z, * Fefk » ALITREILL
L (AR 2B (W = O)HTHFAREE B o d 25 SORRAL AR 2 S —
FEm B ERAR DRI AR SZ( IR [T SR A G2 AL SRR e -

Y075 6 Fn - fism e BE N — TR B > AR (R B R B RIGT B2
RE/KAE - —fiRiM S > EAERREERCE T GRESCR B RN EERCR - BIfEZ
FERAEmA R > RIDUZCHEIRRE Z LS HABUR 25 (B (BRI ATy 1.
A ESERF IR - JaE RN - AW Fe Z Prided SR B (M - R &R AT
EZ et F R AL R T R SRR -

6. ¢EEmElER

AWtFEE T EE EEREZ AR ST Oaxaca JrgEHRETIE R 2 5
AYRTRESR N © AT BRI SORRAVIER RS o] FH BA T 363550 - 50 > AWTFT@ 1L —
{18 2 HO B Em A R ER B 2 2 PR FEG BEAE R_EAE R RAT By - 1B B LT G 2R
> B DR R BN R 2 BT SUR Al ie Bt — (B rE am k9 - BN 1
PEHI A RERV IS (mER 2 1% AT 20 i LA BN R B e &
AL FPERLME 2 IRV BESUR 225 - Bei& > FIH] Oaxaca ffffi# » ASCEHR

58 AR ] 2 Ml 7 R R 2 B AL g AR B B AV R SCR B E (T
(B BEAARBRCR -

BIFEsEREUT - teTt LM Z BERREE - DUEIIE ATTEAR - AR 4/ NE
M PR A MRS 22 - AT ST 3830 > [R(E RACHE SR RS AR IR IR (£
ERACHEAR > H TR R R IR > PR e RN BU B B B AL E e E 5955
ERE RN BB a B E B - BY S > 2B RERKRFFZE
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HEFERE 103 FRTEME " RERISFE R E GRS EitaTE 0 AR
FERZEMEEMAMHIETS - HOVENIIRERREENZS > WIeTTHEH
HEMEE - ZBETER T A DA R R R B A e RO 2 iE 2
Hh > TR R (R B ER (£ RAE RS PR _ERVEI S 2= - AWTFest BaE e
AR BRI T R B BT EE R R ER MBI R AR
22 IR RS PR TR 7

£ EREIF R E N R Z (haH6E R0 > PR R RS 2R - AbTseai Bt
AT 8 E4ERT i 230 S RIBH (4 > IEWT5E4SRED Goldfarb and Prince (2008). 23531
—EO BoGEHATREERIA - R ERHAVEE RS  SE S SRR
Do 2RI AWTFE Z SERARBUNMEFT S R L M REF S L S R EAE R B4
HRERHERMEATS MRS oo e i > B ENRIEL RS > HFR
BREAIEIE - M ORHETEENFTE RIS B £ 2 H PP B ERIIE - 1
IR BRI AR -

ABFeEE KA RS REUREISCR K S Bt R R ER
30% - FRF AT ELUF BRI R MR T — PRy LA E R - A
M » PREEBUR G ez S8 7252 70% - [ A (B A H 55 2ot g SO B B S PR 4
BESURE IREIR A PRI ZINR EN G2 » a8 G B ER A A B E A ] 2 B
BIZIMRACRYRZEE » ARACKHFETT 5] AT HR EEAE (R » BRETME ZIM EN SR B i e 5
ARG - HLA1 > PSR A B R W N I R e 4 — eI Y5
% > [Nt - 1£ Oaxaca HYFrfER] T - FE Al ReHVE R (RS Y » iR > &
A [EI M BT THR AR 45 AR E — B0 BREAANITST 2 Hrfif s S Bl o ELAS (1
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s TN St ziE

BB JEFE EE R WSE R EIE RS
Adoption of CI HERA (FD 0811 0392 0.834 0372 0795  0.404
Time FRIEFR FAAIHERT (/Ni%) 1.367 2127 1687 2338 1156  1.947
TN iz

Age HE 47.839 13485 46.431 14227 48.768 12.891
Internet experience &£ 5.284 6.014 6.308 6.184 4.608 5.802
Primary EHERERBBE/NSLIT (51) - HAth (=0) 0.056 0231 0.024 0152 0.078 0.268
Junior HHERERET (=1), Hi (=0) 0150 0358 0157 0.364 0.146  0.353
Senior EHERRE B Ed(=1), HAth (=0) 0342 0474 0338 0473 0.344 0475
College AR BB E DL 1 (=1), HAth (=0) 0.452 0498 0481 0500 0432  0.495
Disability FAZEhEAH S LEEET (1), HAi (=0) 0.038 0191 0047 0212 0032 0.176
Incomel EE NS FTEER 3 B el (=1), HAth (=0) 0756  0.430 0583 0493 0.870  0.336
Income2 HEANEBFREAN 3 B2 5 BEiHal (=1), otherwise (=0) 0.156 0.363 0.260 0.439 0.087 0.282
Income3 EENEAFTE SR 5 BErals (=1), Hitr (=0) 0.088 0284 0157 0.364 0.043  0.203
Size FIENEHH 3.748 1894 3726 1939 3.762  1.864
Student R EERE g (=1), EAth (=0) 0.420 0494 0406 0491 0430  0.495
HHdisability o thHA R B4EE 50 EEEE (1), HAth (=0) 0120 0324 0126 0.332 0115 0.319
Indigenous HRFEERZE (51), HAth (=0) 0.025 0.157 0.025 0156 0.025 0.157
Urban HIEFEEETT (F1), Hptr (=0) 0.323 0468 0293 0455 0343 0475
Eastern HIEEERE (F1), HAth (=0) 0219 0414 0239 0427 0206  0.405
Northern R EAEIREN(=1), Hfth (=0) 0312 0464 0293 0455 0.325  0.468
Central HIEFEAEFE(=1), HAh (=0) 0227 0419 0234 0423 0223 0416
Southern AR EN(=1), HAth (=0) 0241 0428 0234 0423 0.246  0.430
RN 5237 2081 3156
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* 2 BRI ER

Sl N St 2z
b 04 HE FEAERR HE FEAER HE FEAER
Incomel Ref. Ref. Ref.
Income2 0.363 *** 0.084 0.354 *** 0.106 0.582 *** 0.157
Income3 1.415 *** 0.186 1.453 *** 0.242 1.444 *** 0.281
Age —0.044 *** 0.003 —0.047 *** 0.004 —0.042 *** 0.004
Primary Ref. Ref. Ref.
Junior 1.106 *** 0.111 0.467 ** 0.210 1.372 *** 0.135
Senior 1.366 *** 0.106 0.661 *** 0.205 1.656 *** 0.129
College 1.105 *** 0.103 0.633 *** 0.199 1.240 *** 0.124
Disability —0.387 *** 0.108 —0.464 *** 0.148 —0.269 * 0.154
Size 0.253 *** 0.034 0.230 *** 0.046 0.268 *** 0.048
Student 0.416 *** 0.075 0.454 *** 0.118 0.409 *** 0.098
HHdisablity —0.039 0.084 0.040 0.136 —0.077 0.108
Indigenous —0.635 *** 0.165 —0.325 0.225 —0.848 *** 0.223
Urban 0.230 *** 0.059 0.359 *** 0.101 0.151 ** 0.075
Eastern Ref. Ref. Ref.
Northern 0.195 ** 0.077 0.242 * 0.130 0.169 * 0.096
Central 0.133 * 0.074 0.065 0.118 0.192 ** 0.096
Southern 0.030 0.074 —0.082 0.118 0.093 0.097
Constant 0.877 *** 0.217 1.573 *** 0.321 0.554 * 0.299
Sample size 5237 2081 3156
Log —1530.075 —583.783 —925.893
likelihood
Pseudo R? 0.398 0.375 0.422
TR FERIZ NS NS
HIEE HIRME HEE
0 1 0 1 0
TEHME 1| 4116 445 1| 1679 151 1| 2430 266
0 129 547 0| 57 194 0| 79 381

aFr FESE RS IRAHE
p-value <0.01 - [:4} - Pseudo R? % McFadden R? -

&

59

26

s PAHEE (F1) o * o F*EIF* S EI{LFE p-value < 0.1 » p-value < 0.05 i



% 3 ARl BIERCR

A Ft 2N
i & FrAEER HEL FrAERR & FrAERR
Income2 0.061 *** 0.014 0.057 *** 0.017 0.098 *** 0.026
Income3 0.237 *** 0.030 0.235 *** 0.036 0.242 *** 0.046
Age —0.007 *** 0.000 —0.008 *** 0.001 —0.007 *** 0.001
Junior 0.186 *** 0.018 0.076 ** 0.034 0.230 *** 0.022
Senior 0.229 *** 0.017 0.107 *** 0.033 0.278 *** 0.020
College 0.185 *** 0.017 0.102 *** 0.032 0.208 *** 0.021
Disability —0.065 *** 0.018 —0.075 *** 0.024 —0.045 * 0.026
Size 0.042 *** 0.005 0.037 *** 0.007 0.045 *** 0.007
Student 0.070 *** 0.013 0.073 *** 0.019 0.069 *** 0.017
HHdisablity —0.007 0.014 0.006 0.022 —0.013 0.018
Indigenous —0.106 *** 0.028 —0.053 0.036 —0.142 *** 0.038
Urban 0.039 *** 0.010 0.058 *** 0.016 0.025 ** 0.013
Northern 0.033 ** 0.013 0.039 =* 0.021 0.028 = 0.016
Central 0.022 * 0.012 0.011 0.019 0.032 ** 0.016
Southern 0.005 0.012 -0.013 0.019 0.016 0.016
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* 4 B SR

Sl N B g

b 04 % TAETR %8 AR %8 FEAEER
Incomel Ref. Ref. Ref.

Income2 —0.055 0.082 —0.317 ** 0.132 —0.019 0.121
Income3 —0.036 0.113 —0.381 ** 0.182 0.061 0.166
Age —0.063 *** 0.004 —0.059 **=* 0.007 —0.061 ***  0.005
Primary Ref. Ref. Ref.

Junior 0.076 0.194 —0.199 0.285 0.146 0.254
Senior 0.252 0.204 —0.171 0.275 0.438 0.276
College 0.192 0.184 —0.192 0.278 0.312 0.228
Disability —0.122 0.127 —0.295 0.200 0.011 0.160
Internet experience 0.127 *** 0.007 0.121 *** 0.011 0.129 ***  0.008
Size —0.026 0.019 —0.081 *** 0.028 0.008 0.028
Student —0.081 0.069 0.006 0.117 —0.148 * 0.084
HHdisability 0.068 0.090 —0.049 0.140 0.128 0.118
Indigenous —0.014 0.199 —0.071 0.258 0.060 0.291
Eastern Ref. Ref. Ref.

Northern 0.187 ** 0.083 0.275 * 0.145 0.113 0.099
Central 0.005 0.087 0.205 0.157 —0.140 0.100
Southern 0.112 0.086 0.241 * 0.143 0.015 0.105
IMR 0.376 * 0.228 —0.207 0.396 0473 * 0.268
Constant 3.514 *** 0.290 4,236 *** 0.411 3.108 ***  0.406
Sample size 4245 1736 2509

R? 0.348 0.312 0.376

ah MESEN B (NEF) o * o FXERR R FR p-value < 0.1 0 p-value < 0.05 i p-value <

0.01-
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%% 5 Oaxaca fJffif 2 4558

TR HBBCR
ftiEtH{E AR RN PR
SR (R 0.206 *** 0.060 0.487 *** 0.128
% 30% 70%
AT R i m 0.220 *** 0.051 0.339 *** 0.065
% 39% 61%

it FBUEGE Z MG AE RS2 H B> B3 [ p-value < 0.1 p-value < 0.05 £ p-value

<0.01-
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6 [FH-R[EfEE " Oaxaca Frfif 2 &5

TR BBRER

fhEHE SRR fEEHE REAE R
Oaxaca 7% (W =0)
Hied R R 0.345 *** 0.053 0.348 *** 0.106
% 50% 50%
Reimers ## (w = 0.51)?
R R 0.276 *** 0.051 0.417 **=* 0.113
% 40% 60%
Cotton #74# (w = Nm/(Nm +N, ))b
Hied R R 0.288 *** 0.049 0.405 **=* 0.120
% 42% 58%
Neumark 758 (w =(z.z, +2/z, ) z.z,)°
R R 0.271 *** 0.048 0.422 *** 0.125
% 39% 61%

S * s FXEEAR SR FE p-value < 0.1 > p-value < 0.05 B3 p-value < 0.01 -
a. Reimers (1983).

b. Cotton (1988). Ny B Ny 73l iy T M B 2 MERFAH 2 BEACELL

c. Neumark (1988). 7 H] i, Oaxaca and Ransom (1994).
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