N
7/

sl

BB RRFEEN TILEF SRR
Y200 R EAERRE
LT AR SRR T A SR 5

=g & W
(1. R ARFREZESIR L7 100871)
REARKFREAZF55HEZ £2E44 14850)

i E:. ALAIHFRBFRENAENE, FRARXFNF
FARIFAZ AT ILE 09 F SR AL ReA . AR 2000 72 B H R4 R
AP HH A E G EIE, KRR RI, TR T ZRiFHAEZ, U
T FTRAME, EF BIRIFALE E—/ A5k £ 0938 e 248 35T
4935 XA F MG FR Y 1.05 F= 1.01 2 Cida- 4 100), o HALE
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N g l _‘E_

B AW (Son Preference) e MNMESERTER K, JUHZ R EH B FKEWAZAER [
B, — B LR 2 2 B2 BRI <E  (Basu A1 Das Gupta 2001; Das Gupta 2007; Hull
1990; Zhang 1990). BEMmEFSIERM— RIS BB ) Bz — 2% 3 EL B )
K (sex ratio imbalance)( Gu 1 Roy, 1995;Hull, 1990; Park 1 Cho 1995), & iX—[A]
AR R R E BRI REEERG . L BRI DL & R 2R (Hull 1990; Johansson A1
Nygren 1991; Zeng 5 1993). Ml LGk o FE— RIthss B8, HIUNGEEF Hs

(marriage squeeze) (Park 1 Cho, 1995), &M “CABMtSZXTNIIN, BT+t
SEHR T BHRERL L RET ARSI (Gu Fl Roy,  1995).

PRSI K 22 B SCHR B S B 1) R A2 5B A i o) 3 1 i) LA B e o D5 M (HLal L, 19900,
Gu f1 Roy, 1995; Lin, Liu F1 Qian 2008; Zeng %% 1993). AT A2 B s %)
FILE2E SPRGLETIE %W o X — 0 A R B B R SR 8D 28 &, —
MRET RG> BB LE 2 SR EEE, DURTE R P K B & 7K~ B3
Wi o

BATKH T 2R AETY, probit FZYFN ordered probit B SKAHF 5T 5B £ f-%) L3
HE RGN . A SCHVEZFIH H W R ZA2E WE (Gansu Survey of Children and
Families, PA TR GSCF)HI%AEXT 5 Bt xF F ) LE R FE BT i i i 56 M 54T 43
o HNRMNERZERAED HAE 2000 K07 T HNEFEHR 9-12 Z 1 2000 4 JLE
DA R ABAT TR SR BER 268 o 7 1) HREE T X T 407 ) LE R BE B B w i PR B B 2 i, DA
KT LB 2 SPIRGLHIZ i o AT E B H 0146 o AL BEX A 58 5B 1w i B VA I (B 2SR 4
B EGMGFERE; LR —SE SO B R G E  8 kg ) LE 22 SR
.o

BAEE TN EBRHRRR: &%, BEmEXTTILERZEIRIAEIER
BEREM, €BZRITFREE L — AR ZE R 3G &8 £ 7 1038 SCR B S 53 S
b 1.05 A1 1.01 23 Gii 2324 100, 0 HAE B 20 HIBEFRIE I 9.99% V35 B 30 22% )
B, AR T BEREXNTILEZESIRIBMEEHEE. BEmTEE
T D i o m ) LB SPIROL, BRI KEE T SR LEMBEEHE. )L
B HCHIBEIE. DUEJLERERN BE L.

AT T Bt AR 5T E A DU T = s TT k.

T8, AR R FACER B B RN T LB S RS . X —J7 M)
AR AET B2, FAEE RGN ILERA SRR BE IR KRN, fl, RENEE K
S e S EULELEAR R 30 i3 _ LR LB ZE(Angrist AT Krueger 1992; Ashenfelter
F Krueger 1994; Card 1995, 1999).

%=, GSCF ¥Rt T B A LEA G Bt TasmtE. |l
B BURLE 80 AT AATE E N 55, FrCMR AR5 (Chu,  Xie AT Yu 2007; Parish
H Willis 1993 )AR A8 1k [ JH0 e, 26 L IR PR 1k ) A0 SR 52 55 £ (i 407 P 6 M 2 AR5 R HE ) o
Biltn, Parish F1 Willis (1993) &I, EEE, FRMHBESH B CHBEISME
T HOUB I 2 R S LU /I PR oF B AT IR Bk o 1T 4K R BF R AN TR B MOX PR B At . X —
TSR LB It 2 SH SR X Rl 7 2R B 2 2R SR B B R B R I O T 5 SCBRS BAAE K
I, LEMATTVE A SR SCRFEGIR 26 20 SR Ik« AL B 8 NS & E
BAH R ) B —— I BB EAERE AR R NS LI 5%, 15318 B & Wi
FEE R (stated preference) HIE. BT IFRIETBORRIREM, JLE I HH K5
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MR AR BB N 2 e, A8 AR B B i FE B B v e B i B et i R K
) 5B B Dt 7K

X LEZESPRGLET &, BRATRALEA T 2 51— 258 LR T8 SCBCE St
BJLHE AT & B gT i X R R B ) LE 2 RO B AN 4 : 158,
— 5 JLE BARNEE R T AR R GUR 2, A LA R B LA R, 28
BAERR B R AR i B SCHR A 2848 B e 8 B N 4 s HE 3R ) LZE 1 2 SR
o HIR, HF4ETERE /N ERYIFRINZERLE 2000 FE2HE2) T 99.1%F 94.9%

(2008 FEGFEL), N¥ER, ZHEFER. BERERENZENSRD, B
BRI HRAR 15 2 LR LEREE R,

F=, VN RN B LB RO ML R — R, BT
RAERBAIBUER S Lo BEMIARREAAE T ZEW ST . fluEFE, BEPOIEK
WA FBAR, BT RIEERESE, M LBENAT, Xt BB FERN—NMRE. 54
TEHEHGEEREIT THRE, EE “GHENZIL REERK”. ENENNTHEB
KA, Almond(2009) &I, 1 Z SCALIIE N LL A B BpE AR Lb ok FE 35 (1 B B E B 25 5 R
R REREMR T . BT B ERIARMEAE SO E B S, TSR SR 8O e J i
[F] P TR AMECR AR, R A N E B 5B m i sk F = LU R s . ARtk dn R REe g 5B
Bl xT ) LE BRI LG, A RA W] ARl BUR TRk s> A TEM,
mmFEKEAEFNEROBE X, EELEEZHEIEENE, IS EFRKRE
BEMIFESE T A OEN L SRt 0HEE NS,

—. CEk[EE

eI SCER S, B IR F LB 2 SR L R R AR 2D, AT Ik
Kk T EA

KHACLRAA 5T AR R IR B AN L AR BB K EAFELEZE S (Connelly #1 Zheng 2003;
Finn 1980; 5 A #AERE 2004; Wang 2005). HARB|FREHITEAL, 5% Lo 5 ] BEa
ERERERZ ELENET . B, FETF 1990 £ S EKHIE, Wang(2005) K, 6-9
DR AR LE S, BENERER 3200 J7, THEACh 2800 J7. BARAT A SCHERF
OIS T BLAHEKE LEFEER, BIWHAR BT — PRI EREX—BHER
IR BATAA, BHEMLBERH KT LR ZER e Dol DU B AMEH BRiE R
iR

SRR A T T e DL B ERRIE —. E—MEG A
H, —AMNRENFTERERSE RN, AT ST, Sl &r%
HEWS KRR FELHIIAL, THEREA W& 4 5 L0 ERI BRSO
F(Chu, Xie 1 Yu, 2007; Parish f1 Willis 1993). 4R, X+ 5 2R aHEREI T Lotk
TSI RZBE KT, HRENIERE NGRS, EXRER, Ri®
ET BERETFET LS — NN T JLESEKFENEZERWEE. R wmED
B, MAfIET RS EZHRIES LT, NTER T BERMLBAEBE K LE
o

® 7T, — LRI B IX ARSI AT LE(Chen, Chen I Liu 2008; Kuo F! Hauser 1997). % —77
[, —YeH5EIREEFAER (Butcher F1 Case 1994; Conley 2000; Parish £ Willis 1993), {H&
E M EARME. Hlf, Kevane Al evine (2001) , LAK Post Fl Pong (1998) &I 5. 3 dH ik
AR T ) LEHE R S BT B
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=. HiEMARAE

(—) HHEkIE

ASCHT R BB R T H R RA ZE R B W (GSCF). B R 2K FHIFER 77
YEAE 2000 SEV5 1) T H R 20 MSEH7 2000 42 9-12 £ HIJLE®, PARAATTHIZR K. KK,
ZIT A K T AERT A58 o XA T B 7EHE 5% E 3 AR A LE R B0E TR FI4E
FIZKEHI B, %B3ET LA CCER = [E 8035 M A T3 752,

AT EASCKR B GSCF s AN FE M4, AFEYE AT R4S, BESER
G FREERBHJILENS . X TILENEE K. KEESUE00 SR 5 &
T 7K LA 55 £ A FH ZR 38 R AH DG AR B T LUK YA ) 5 Hh 3R A

(Z) ZRHEIBN

1. e LE 2 PRGN R &

e J LR ) 22 PR UL T 222 18 LE IR B 2 X 3R . 7E3E EAE R A X T4
2 ARE BRI SO BN 2R A FAE AR R R R AR RIS . AR ATX =
MEVRREE)LERM BRAEIER CBREXNR D. ERFFERLET, FHEKEE
o) M HEEAEE AL B2 TE S BRSO R RN E AR R A B 4. 7
B BEEKERLBER AR, S HEERY 0-100 43 B2EREAHERRE 0, 1KR.

2. BEBEmWIFHAR R

B AW E BE? X — A=A ReARE . B, BT BeARME B ae
be ek, AT ARATSE A S 2 R EE B IR AN R ZS 55 8, PROA AT IARTE B B AE AR R
LWL BA TR ST, W 1-3 7SR B &M Lo i ae 7 T A
SRR AL A 12 “RER ), LBMBE&Fn UG HS 7 W82 & “L
B NEEZIRBE T 2B ERNL” BE 3 2 “RENSHE, KANBA
—FERA LK.

H, XEREAME B LA A RIEFRAMAT, B LB BB BRI IREK
(Bose F1 South 2003; Steelman A1 Powell 1991). WS 2IXEE, BN T 5m 3w
R LERAES, B 7 A B 8 ) E) BE SR M AN AR B L A TR AR X
A, W7 R CRLEZERAMH, FALILRERE”: W88 & “RXENiZH LT
FE”.

F=, XEERBEZRE BTSRRI R (Becker,  1971)0 WM, BIAZEEXF55
B L BHABEITEH TR M ESL, 102 ER WG SN ER TR E . T 5
R, AATTRT BERF R XA A Bl L AR 2 K 55, sl B2 K B
FE o e, B 4-6 WA Y SRR AR TSN T 5 I R A . )RR 4
& “HRKREFHRRRTI, KEWENMHEWASHE” W35 2 “FKENEZEEENHE
ANBYE”: W6 & “FKNEMAEZBRBEHEH KRR,

XA ) ) R EESE, R ATERE TREM AR FE. LHTEIC R R .
AR e AR BT B HH ) 5B i /KP4 A 0, 1, 2 M ERIUARE. hTnE
MRl T AR, s 0] BB 48— RO SMERE, XNFK) 55w R PR o T
EPERRR(DE 1, 2, 3, 4, 6), “0” fRE “EE”, ‘1”7 RE T
w7, 27 RE ARRET. XWTEE B SRR EEEE 5, 7, 8), “0” R

© Hga T EEILE, TR 454, 000 FJ5AE, ATEHE 3100 77 (2009 45D, HH R T EER
HHE2Z—, 2008 %4 X GDP 4 3176 1276 (AR, A GDP N 12110 76 (ARM).

@ http://www.chinasurveycenter.org/



X ARRE?,  “17 RE “LHNF7, 2 &K “RE”. BAVH 8 AN EHKF-H
BVEN BRI RERE HIFERR, 2% (0-2) B ARER U5 £ M 4y e ™ o

3. BEmIFERH BN R

BRI, BAHRH AN FE T BERGXT T LERE K TR0 1R 4 .

() BEREKEH AT

B, REAG AR PN —AMERRE. RN BERITHEKITEAS
KABWE R BE R E &7, W+ LB EE AT R AR . 8RR
) H S KL BB FRINTTRERKMBEE TR A, R REIZA. Sl
KARBEFERE T LT R FFINEsh? Wmashas: ()& FRRER. Q) S#
THMREEY. O)E& T RMKEWE, Wyikik, Wmi, BER%E. @517 &M
(i) BRI B, Wb TR, $RRRK, FTERSE. O)WETERIN, W (6)XKHR
BRET . (DS TFRRFER, aia—, H—H. @WBE T OHET. (104
HA AT ATV PR A, &7 (IDEE TRy BB TEE . A8
IR CHE “EF=AET. BAISHIRME 0, 1, 2. XTSI 1-7, 10
Mo, RETERMPBETR . “0 R AR, “1” £oR “BI”, “27 X
IRCEHT. W8 MoK TEIENHAGE A, 07 RE AR, 1”7 RE
“EIT, 27 RE AR, FIHFRBEIEE AR, €07 RRETNAWH
B, 1”7 RERPEWBG A, 27 REENEE TR BAMEH R KX
11 AN [a) F[E1E H 2 B0 T EAE A B B H 7 AR R, s E s 7 T . 1%
R BUEAE 0-2 Z [H.

() BEREEN L EHE EN AR

B, BRG] REIE T RESERT  LEBE MR LE K2 I Bl AR 5B
BrAw i I BHRAE T ReXt LE B H /KT BARKIHE, Wiuxt  LEREE=4E T MK
M. AEEEERGH, MBI 2 “RFEETFEDSBEERIW—% 7, A%
PR A S i E Rsext  LE B A R . BB EHE 2 EEUTE 05 K
N fElE, HEBREBA. 1”7 REPAERL, 2”7 REFFEL,  “3”7 KF
mEEEE,  “4” AREFERZERRIELL L, “5” REBEHAMESHEE KT

() #E)LEN H CHFHEN TR

B=, BEWTEHE TGl LE 2R E R B S RO, B
TRIF R B T] Be S E S B TR S B B A EE S, B3] A EE 1w E R
EBAL, e Eol. €JLEREF, W8 ElL 2 “REPBEXIIM—%2, &
SCERREAERNLEN B OB EHENRET R, LENETHEH 2 EENTE
1-5 3R, (HlE, BEPHERK. <07 RFAZEEL, “1” RFWHIHEL, “2”
RFEFFEN,  “37 AEFEERL, “47 RFERXEE, “57 REREEL L L,

(4) M) LEASS A5 LR

BJ5, JLEREELTRER S —&EIE. i, BEmE BRI AN
HOMER, NUEWTEZTHARE, NIRRT E TR, 4L RS K S
Gld £ “BXARFHGEL”, JLEMNIAIEHFRZRES N 1-4 B4, KBHLBHEN 0-3
M ZEBE BN E T STAREN B ERERZIE, “0” REXEAFE, “17
RAFRE, “27 REAE, “37 RRZLEFAR. HEKEWRE AEREEER.

4. BHITE

FEAST AR TE B B — Sk AR B, AREL R AR AR A LE A, R
ZHEER, REEWIRGL, RELT BN BABEIMN T HE RN, 7T AB/MuA
KT FRANT] A S X AR A A T I e . AR R OB LR 1o AERRE
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TRIAA I B WK 2.

®1 THREXR

Dependent variables

Prior Chinese Grade
Prior Mathematics Grade
Grade Retention

RN 2t BSOS 45>
GEEERR) ¥t B s s
CGEREEE) 1, WRZEMERE 0, WRFEREBH

Independent variables

Son Preference variables

Son Preference

Son Preference*Girl
Control Variables
Girl
Number of Siblings
Father's Education (Years of Schooling)
Mother's Education (Years of Schooling)
Economic Status (2=Good, 1=Fair,
Intact Family
Factors Affecting Son Preference

Child-Rearing Methods

(BEsE) BUETR0-220H, EK, BEMTACFEIER HXTREBERTR
[ AR PIE R E . 8N

I RERY), ZBMNBE ] UBEREES 2 ARE: 1 B8 o R
2. LB TN ZEZRBETF—HEZNBENS 2 ARE: 1 T8 o0 A
3. HENSHE, TANBA—HUTFRE 24 FAE: 1 BHE: 0FE:
4. MPREMERTE, REENHBALE 2 FEE: 1 LB 0 [ER:
5. REMEERFENEBAE  oAREE: 1 BHE: 2[AE:

6. FENBRZBERBE—HEECHRS 2AFEE: 1 BHE: 0FE:
7. BT LEEER, FHAZJLEERE  oARE: 1 BHE: 2[AE:

8. XEMNZHILTFFRE  OAFEE: 1 LB 2 AR

BEAREAKT (Son Preference) *#FH:HI(1 Girl; 0 Boy)

(RENB) | Z% 0 BE

(FENB) ZJLERAHREE

(FERE) RZHEFER

(FERE) BRIHTER

CBERHAE) RN AEFPRIGE TR 28R 18 o~NER
(FERE) | XERESET THRE: 0 XLEBERKE

(BERINE) RKBE TN, BUEE0-22H], HRTRBHE ST A1/ 0BG -F
BHESRE. LANHETT:

E=MNAAR BN REMRARTEENET2F) R TFES?

I BETFEREE o M~ 1B 2 8%

2. HMSETFHEAEML o MR 18 2 8%

3. BT RBRSE WMSEKR SEm MRG0 AR 1 AR, 2 8%

5B —R ERN S A LR ITIRSE 0 WA 1 R 2 8
CHETEBESEE o AR 1 AR, 28

. RRBWET o MR 1 AR, 28%

CHBETFRAFERE—H T o WS 1B 28%

8. WYUBBT 20 1HE: 08%

9. BT 2 MA: 1A 08%

10. EHAB NFRTHEF RS ZTET 0 AR 1 AR, 28%

11 5EF-RERH/MBGBIER 0 AR 1 AR, 28%

~N N N A

Mother's Expectations for Child's Schooling (BEER#) RHABRFETLARXHRESEIM—2 1 MEE; 248k, 3 5Fk

Child's Educational Aspirations
Child's Self-Confidence

Ay 4 KEFEN; 5 TEE
OLERE) RESFESIM—H? 1% 2800 3|Ed: 4% s KL 6 RERE
ULERB) BIRRAHEL 0 ZEAFE | AEE 2 FE 3 E2FAE

2 WM HE
» HeBR M A7 55 M N
it e I X R A
HIR AR R BF HE 2000 2,000
B304 #(Chinese)t R 20 1,980
R 15 B 4% (Grade Retention)fit 4% 1,977
B % m#F(Son Preference) -5z 32 1,945
BE 20 F2E (Mother's Education)#t & 2 1,943
2555 7K F (Economic Status)Ht 4 1,939
FEEWEHEARIL (Intact Family)gt2k 23 1,916
#E 77 A, (Child-Rearing Methods) 4 7 1,909
R #E §1E (Mother's Expectations for Child's Schooling) it 3 1.906
e R
% F#F Bi# (Child's Educational Aspirations)#is& 8 1,898
LB (Girl) kA 3 1 895 ;‘?ﬁjl-z; 5; R6F1-4; R751-4; &8
ProbitBZ i A AT [ w2 200 5 BUE T AR AR b 57 1.838  3R47%13;36%15-6; R755-6; F£8%5-6

PR “ProbitRE BN AT [ 58 28 5 BT S B VR M A A SR B F BRI 120057 AR IE . HILIX A I R B T Probit R &8
B4 Bl B (Separation Problem), 3= % 5 K £ 042 # B (sparse) F 3B L 48 5 (Zorn, 2005).

(=) WIFEIjE



1. BRI E

A BRI T A I8 SRR 55 £ 0 2 L] s e J LB 1R 2 SR DL o ZE IR SR FH ) 2
AREBIGNT

OUTCOME: = o+ a1SPi+ a2SPi* GIRL: + a3 Xi + &i (D

e, OUTCOME: Rty i AL SIRULAVAR R, SPRETE SR i ANLEMR

&} B wt 7 s, SP GIRL & 5 2 (it 55 ) LB B 3E AR & X0t — St R e,

AFEJLEES . JLER LA HESE . QENEEREE. QEREMR. KEZLGHE
By PARAT KT T e R i AR

FIR A TR B, R BRI FILER 2 SPROCE U, BATN % LG
324 OUTCOME: RBUFFIES M, o REENN, 24 OUTCOME: & “ R
&, o EBENIEM.

Jibh, B FTCAEER N P GIRL X ANRE XU, S B o 5B £t A vl B AN m 1

SR LERE AR . e S S Rii K EE, LA REEE 2 R ERE
AL B, NX TR ERAHEEmLBE K WREFEX—/iE, 24 OUTCOME: 72
BEEFRE BT, o REBZENGK. X OUTCOME: & “REEH W, a. REEN
EHT.

BATE— PR B E MR ) LE 2 S WPER LS 722 W B 2 & 5, A3
B PO Fh A S AR SCIN),  BTSR ] HOAR B Ky

FACTOR: = Bo+ iSPi+ B2 Xi + € (2)

Horpr, FACTOR: g 3 i AN L3 5B B w i vl AEAOVE HI BRI MO8 B, AR KK
Hr A B LB E R, JLEX O OB DURJLERER AfF L. SP

BRI A LERR S BRI R, X Rt g, AR LEMN. JLER

USSR . R AR KRS IRIRIL . KELTHEIL, LLEAZRT H
RN IR

W FACTOR FIE—NHEEWHE BEMWIFAER, W4 MARENZZEEENR

1o RRFAZKKHEE A SR LERZEHE. JLEX B OrEFHE. X
JLEE AR BA5 DX DA R VR SR IE H 2R AR BB e, R AR AR Y o T 55 % O
PR, BRI A =& Z Ma R, #2254
Ko
AT DA R SR KPR RIRIE, BATEREL (1) FIA S 2 1 A 5RIE
PRI g, JE AT 55 2 i o 75 T X L SRIE R J LB G 22 SR EE, IR AT AR Y
A

OUTCOMEi =60+ 6:SPi+ 0:SPi * GIRL: + 83FACTOR: + 0+ Xi + & (3)

B E X REGHEE (1), (2) #HF. R FACTOR FHIE—A K F
2 B GmIEERAFILEE DR AEEIE, BRIV ZER 0 MABZEAREE, oK
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REEENIE,
2. BRIk
AT R BT A TF 7 v E B AR OLS #%Y,  Probit F1 Ordered Probit #%Y . X
TR R HELSRE (FIMEZTHREEFEH. B H0 MEREERHA OLS FRALE
ITfhivh: X TRERREAN ZTTRIURE (Bl 2R EY) KB Probit B4
AT W T RERREAZERIUZE (FIaEESE ) LERAFHE., JLENEC
HIZE AR, JLERAR BE0) KIBEEIRH] Ordered Probit BEELHEAT flith,

M. HARER

(—) #idtgot

3 P RRHRAARRERMIE S AR . R T AREARREBRES T (B 150D
CASL, AT EEARNIYE B ZMITFEE =4 AT 5E 658, 555 F1 682 M
{5, WH 0<Son Preference<0.375 NIJE +¥%&H E&MmIF4 (Little Son Preference).
0.375<Son Preference<0.625 A & — % 5 & fh i 4 (Some Son Preference) « B K&
0.625<Son Preference<2 HJ55%Y 5 W14 (Strong Son Preference). AL &H F &%
G AR, SIS HHTIER B

H& 3 134T AVEH, EJLERZEIRA b, A& BEmITAE RIS Ziw
AR S ERAFAAEEEZR BIIN, BA BEWGARLE 228 P55
WIBME K 73.09, A —E MEF AR ZREF A RIE R 71.28 F1 70.74, BEGFHEMEL.
Tioh, B8 BEWET AR T Bwir A AL B B Ve ) LEE 28 ST RO 1R T 28
AR b BN H SRR EEER . FlinEEH H XK EH 7 XK FEKFEE
ZMET TS A . BRICDISh, 7ERA BEmFAT, KEMBEFERBEERT 550
M. (R HARR R R EEX =HPRH 0.05 KL EREEZR.

3. fd gt
All Little Son Preference” Some Son Preference Strong Son Preference

(Mean) (SD) (Mean) (SD) (Mean) (SD) (Mean) (SD)
FEL
Dependent Variables
Prior Chinese Grade (0-100) 71.71 15.40 73.09 15.33 71.28%%* 15.75 70.74%* 15.10
Prior Mathematics Grade (0-100) 73.40 16.13 74.91 15.66 72.96%* 16.54 7229k 16.15
Grade Retention (0=No, 1=Yes) 0.22 0.41 0.15 0.36 0.25%% 0.43 0.26%%* 0.44
Control Variables
Girl (0=Boy, 1=Girl) 0.46 0.50 0.46 0.50 0.46 0.50 0.45 0.50
Mother's Education (Years of Schooling) 4.25 3.51 537 3.51 3.84 %% 3.46 3.50%%:* 3.27
Father's Education (Years of Schooling) 7.13 3.78 7.89 3.78 6.91 %% 3.53 6.56% %% 3.87
Number of Siblings 1.33 0.78 1.32 0.83 1.35 0.76 1.33 0.73
Economic Situation (3=Very Good, 2=Above Average, 131 077 131 0.73 1.29 077 133 0.82

I=Below Average, 0=Very Bad)
Intact Family (0=No, 1=Yes) 0.99 0.12 0.99 0.10 0.98 0.13 0.98%* 0.14
Channels of Son Preference on Educational

Attainments

Child -Rearing Methods (0=Worst, 2=Best) 0.90 0.28 0.96 0.26 0.897%% 0.27 0.86% 0.30
Mother's Expectations for Child's Schooling
(1=Primary School, 2=Junior High School, 3=High

3.5 . 3. . 59 . 3.42%%* .
School, 4=University or Above, 5=Other Higher 8 0.72 74 0.55 3.59 0.69 42 0.85
Degrees)
Child's Educational Aspirations (O=Primary School,
I=Junior High School, 2=Senior High School, s s

3. . 3. . 49 . 3.45%%* .
3=Vocational High School, 4=Vocational College, S8 1.64 7 1.56 s 1.67 45 1.66
S=University or Above)
Child's Self-Confidence (0=No Confidence, 3=Very 232 0.77 240 0.72 2.32%% 0.76 2.25%#% 0.81
Confident)
Observations 1,895 658 555 682

HMR L oo foR0.0 KFRE; wFm0.05ACPRE; R0 K FRE. FESAREHEE.

HEMR2: HHESon PreferenceZE B HERIR I AT 42 =4 . BT Son PreferenceZEER0-22 1A LL0. 125 B/ Mt MABESZ R, BRITFEBREATL=%. TRERITR
FUT SRR B=804 MRERET “Little Son Preference” £, 5 0<Son Preference<:0.375, J&T “Some SonPreference” 4, 1 0.375<Son
Preference<0.625, J&T “Strong Son Preference” 41, #15£0.625<Son Preference<<2.

JEMR3: EHEZ A Litde Son Preference”s "Some Son Preference” FI"Strong Son Preference" 4 5 5HEL BTG .

Effe: ZFEEREREEMNEREESR L.

® T Son Preference 45 & B AN &, FATTCIEMRHE Son Preference ¥ £ AT =%,
6



(2 FBEMmEExT T ILE S SRR O R0

R AN T BB XS T ILE 2 SPROUEI R [BE T 45 R . TRAKRIL, HKKHIE
PG aR, JUE RSSO BN B0, JLERA S B P SCEHER M iz
(1 5B i 7K, LB B SO BURRAIG 1.05 43, BEESBRRAIC 1.01 4, BRI
I9.99% . T WL 55 B i 3k ) LB 2 SPAR DL R W2 AR 2 AN BALHT o

KA BB SPROLE R

ZESH BB BB EHEEA
Son Preference -3.925 -3.794 0.374
(1.786)** (1.901)** (0.190)**
Son Preference*Girl 2.388 2.565 -0.386
(2.513) (2.676) (0.269)
Girl 1.413 -0.366 0.172
(1.462) (1.557) (0.163)
Number of Siblings 0.009 -0.299 0.020
(0.474) (0.504) (0.048)
Father's Education (Years of Schooling) 0.280 0.278 -0.024
(0.097)%*** (0.103)*** (0.011)**
Mother's Education (Years of Schooling) 0.218 0.148 -0.029
(0.114)* (0.121) (0.013)**

Economic Situation (3=Very Good; 2 Above

Average; | Below Average; 0 Very Bad) 1.248 1.189 0.049

(0.459) (0.489)** (0.049)

Intact Family -1.169 0.239 0.399
(2.792) (2.973) (0.31)

Observations 1,895 1,895 1,838

R-squared 0.15 0.12 0.17

HRL: #FKIR0.01KFERE; »RIR0.05SKTEE; *RRN0.UKTFEZE. TESHEREE.
FEMR2: SR RYR B H R FERLEE T A 20004F HdE -

FEMR3: BRGEIEILE 2000 MY, £t R SHKERE S, FATFOLSEIH(1-251) HH1895
AWME, T Probit/A[ )37 1838 M MIE -

EfE4: B1-25ZO0LSHH, 3% ZProbit[A[ 5.

HRS: FERESHTENEZER ESILEK.

Ef#6: 583%|HR-squared{H A Pseudo R-squared.

A, BEwWESLEMEARIAS X I (Son Preference*Girl) HFAEFE, XEWE
T B B BN T LE 2 SPROLAE e B L B AR A B3 2 5 1.
U, S ERXKNBEZRE KT, B—XKENBEMLEZ BT B &WE TR E%
SPRGLEI I LR AER . Ti4h, SRR IR AR LERN B E KPR RE
AL

B T BEREXLE 2 SPRGLEAE B0, WK 4 W REFIET] LRI FE A B
RHIZ B E RN T LER 2 PR AR BE B LB EREEET LS
EEN)LERE SCNECES L BB HRRImT Rt 74, KELTHROXTLEHEF K
PAE BERN, KEELT KT B LB R B SO EeE 7 B

O—AbRUEZE BEMLFRIBE NN 26.7 T4 51 BEMLF KT E XX AIFE0,2].
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(=) B 5IE
A1 4 RATELANE 55 BT SE e LB G 22 SR AT R HI i o Dyt —28
A B BRI PR SR0E, 3R 5 i B ATTHR A 0 R SRE—— X KB A L BERxT
JLEREERE. JLENHOCHEFEIE, UAJLEREEBEL, 2055 &mWirHE
Ko K 5K 1 FIEHLEMFRBIIHEAT T, 2-4 I Ordered Probit A BLIEAT fliih

*5  BEMRFEEEERE

TRA BE A BEREEHE JLESFHE JLELFAR
Son Preference -0.078 -0.760 -0.295 -0.196
(0.023)%*:** (0.115)%:** (0.105)%:** (0.108)*
Girl 0.016 -0.264 -0.153 0.033
(0.012) (0.058)*** (0.054)#%* (0.055)
Number of Siblings -0.001 0 -0.077 -0.052
(0.008) (0.041) (0.037)** (0.037)
Father's Education (Years of Schooling) 0.005 0.022 0.023 0.013
(0.002)#:** (0.008)*3** (0.008)*3** (0.008)*
Mother's Education (Years of Schooling) 0.007 0.019 0.009 -0.008
(0.002)#%** (0.010)** (0.009) (0.009)

Economic Situation (3=Very Good; 2 Above

Average; 1 Below Average; 0 Very Bad) 0.043 0.118 0.107 0.005
(0.008)*** (0.039)*%** (0.036)*** (0.037)
Intact Family 0.027 -0.240 0.047 -0.276
(0.047) (0.235) (0.211) (0.227)
Observations 1,895 1,895 1,895 1,895
R-squared 0.27 0.09 0.04 0.04

ML #RR0.01KFEFE: =RR0.05KFREE; *RR0.KFREE. HESARFHEE.

FEAR2: BORRIR B H R B E 200045504 .

A3 FBBIRIE 2000 WAE, Lt R EEREREE, AT OLSEYAFIOrdered Probit[F] A 134 18954 W HUHE .
EfR4: H1FRFOLSEH, #52-4%1%Ordered Probit[H JH .

HES: #AERSRLENTEE NESNEL

#5-1 Ordered Probiti X {134 kR ¥ B

EBBREF LR TERBRE LB & ERBREF LN
BRHE ot ILEHE S ot JILEEFHAR R G R

Pr(Primary School) 0.006 Pr(Primary School) 0.007 Pr(Totally Disagree) 0.004
Pr(Junior High School) 0.027 Pr(Junior High School) 0.009 Pr(Disagree) 0.005
Pr(Senior High School) 0.033 Pr(Senior High School) 0.009 Pr(Agree) 0.010
Pr(University or Above) -0.063 Pr(Vocational High) 0.002 Pr(Totally Agree) -0.020
Pr(Other Higher Degrees) -0.005 Pr(Vocational College) 0.0004

Pr(University or Above) -0.029
R X=AMERIG N AR SF2, 3, 48)Ordered ProbithE Y (KA BR N . P35 BB B T8 1) 2 3 I — MR #EZE ) “Son Preference” St 4
R B I P L bR

R JLESEA . JLENAHEREE . XEHHEEE. KELTPROL LR ELE
WRBLZ 5, 7 LRI TR AR & 5 B &M KA 0.1 KL ERBZERER
Femirsansl, SRR LEREERERIK, KKOHEETA8E, JLEETRAFL
AR . BEIGIN—AFREZE ) 5B B 7K P4 S BERS LB R U7 NI 0.02 (IX—28
HIWMEN 0.9, 18 2-4 Fd, AR IIZ ordered probit BEEIFHATAL T, FFAEH
WUBRHN: (average marginal effect) BATAERET. f38IN— AUt ZE 1K 5B W -3 315
BERXT T BB R R R SR BL BT Be T IS 6.3%: £ -7 X B CHIZEH W
R R A ER ] ARG 2.9%, ZX) B CIEE BE ] Rt REAG 2%.

BRELELSL, —ebE iz Bt At A B R ) o B BESR T K BB E I L
KXLBNTHOCHBAGHELBZTHE&: KENEFRERR, BN LENET

® HT Son Preference & B (A &, Fi PIIURRELN (average marginal effect)fif R Lb 3594 L4
FRAM (marginal effect at mean) R AfRE 2 5N & 2 (Bartus, 2005) . P 34124 BR8N (K145 R 2 W3R 5-1,
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WEEE, KKAF AL, JLERERS BEER.

(M) AN SRIE Z 5 55 R 3 ) LB H 7K1 i3

A1 5 G R T, AERT SO Frode 2R 004 55 £ i mT BE I i 0 B 5 5 Wi K
AR W AR . W 5 B i A 2 T X DU B R L R K
BAINA%FE BIHER I T X AMMEHRIEREFIREZ 5, B 5ILEREEKTZ
[A] FR) SR R AN .2 B R B BURRR R BN o R 6 IR T AR VR I M BB O 15 DL
T EREREFRLEH AR, 81, 3, SHIRRNINEMEEZ fIEIRER, 5
R AMGRTEEMF, N TETHRETBARL 6 Fo 82, 4, 6 FIRININFIIREZ
ISYibICIVEES S

K6 ¥ m B IR AR LS 5 BiR i X4 SRR

EXSH BEELB =
ZEA FEHla]  EEUE el EHE Jetlay  FEdE
Son Preference -3.925 -2.759 -3.794 -2.341 0.374 0.308
(1.786)** (1.780) (1.901)** (1.889) (0.190)** (0.191)
Son Preference*Girl 2.388 2.361 2.565 2.466 -0.386 -0.406
(2.513)  (2.503) (2.676) (2.655) (0.269)  (0.272)
Girl 1.413 1.769 -0.366 0.135 0.172 0.154
(1.462)  (1.456) (1.557) (1.545) (0.163)  (0.165)
Number of Siblings 0.009 0.153 -0.299 -0.122 0.020 0.012
0.474)  (0.470) (0.504) (0.499) (0.048)  (0.049)
Father's Education (Years of Schooling) 0.280 0.217 0.278 0.202 -0.024 -0.020
(0.097)***(0.097)** (0.103)*** (0.103)%** (0.011)** (0.011)*
Mother's Education (Years of Schooling) 0.218 0.184 0.148 0.108 -0.029 -0.028
(0.114)* (0.114) (0.121) (0.121) (0.013)** (0.013)*:*
Economic Situation (3=Very Good; 2 Above 1248 0.926 1.189 0.804 0,049 0,031

Average; 1 Below Average; 0 Very Bad)
(0.459)*** (0.460)** (0.489)**  (0.488)* (0.049)  (0.049)
Intact Family -1.169 -1.053 0.239 0.376 0.399 0.401
(2.792)  (2.769) (2.973) (2.937) (0.310)  (0.315)
Possible Channels of the Impact of Son

Preference on Children's Educational
Attainments

Child-Rearing Methods 2.284 2.301 -0.148
(1.380)* (1.464) (0.147)
Mother's Expectations for Child's Schooling 1.003 1.291 -0.095
(0.505)** (0.536)** (0.052)*
Child's Educational Aspirations 1.020 1.302 -0.054
(0.218)%*** (0.231)%** (0.023)**
Child's Self-Confidence 0.789 0.854 -0.042
(0.451)* (0.478)* (0.048)
Observations 1,895 1,895 1,895 1,895 1,838 1,838
R-squared 0.15 0.17 0.12 0.15 0.17 0.17

L o FIR0.0IKT- B2, #For0.05/KFRE; *Rm0.1KTFEE, FRRSHNEREE.

A2 BRI E B R BB E R E2000F 805 #EEESHTRNTREE ESIEL.

RS FUREERILE 2000 MIIE, St R SR KRGS, HATOLSHEIAH 1895 MMIMME, FH T ProbitlIHH 1838 MMIE
R4 1, 3, SHIEIEREERINEMESE D RTHRE, FE4, BEXEE TR 82, 4, 6FURSINRHRE &R,
RS 1-45020LSHEIH, 5-652ProbitHJH. 5-65HR-squared{ APseudo R-squared.

W 6 WENFSE R AT LUABL, RN T ZRER AR 5, B &S L
HAE PRI =M E—— B B B TR AR A AREE . U
BN TESC BRG] FOIN T BWMRE LS, BB REONERT 0.05 KF
BEM-3.925 BRTEEARE, THXKNAF T ERNEHEHE. LENSFHE
CLRJLER) B D EADHE 0.1 KV EBZESIJLERBH KPR K KOEE A
of. BERMULERH A HERS . JLERBFOBE, JLEREE KPR




A SR BATEATTLARGIA, BEREEE. #E 70 JLEHFHERAILE
AN BRI R S BEH) B IR T ) LE 22 SR L B R .

(5) etttk

H TR FATHISE REOFME Y, AR PR B M i E Lo 25—, JATE
N—AH A& Son Preference’ %%+ 1 WRAFE Son Preference>=0.625, H& T H
ZARIFAE AT EK F-(Son Preference=0.5)CL_ FHIFTEMME, FUEF 0. £, X
#iZ & Son Preference”%+ 2 WA 0.625<Son Preference<2, %&+ 1 WA 0.375<Son
Preference<0.625, %5+ 0 W3R 0<Son Preference<0.375, X=EEL HIXT N K 3 FH]
SRAN BT, A€ B HMBAE B MW A . AT PR #7725
#* 6 HKIBRBL R HEAT flivt .

7 BN IEE LT A LS B BRI Xt 52 SR B F W (Son Preference'=0 if Son Preference<0.625; Son

Preference'=1 if Son Preference>=0.625)

IR BN EERE
ZE4 EHE  ERE -4, =1 EREr  ERE
Son Preference® -2.008 -1.538 -1.777 -1.190 0.104 0.076
(0.970)** (0.964) (1.032)*  (1.023) (0.102)  (0.102)
Son Preference*Girl 1.507 1.629 1.650 1.766 -0.088 -0.106
(1.403)  (1.394) (1.494) (1.479) (0.147)  (0.148)
Girl 2.099 2.399 0.360 0.771 -0.001 -0.024
(0.854)** (0.852)***  (0.910) (0.904) (0.094)  (0.095)
Number of Siblings -0.001 0.147 -0.307 -0.126 0.021 0.013
(0.474)  (0.470) (0.505) (0.499) (0.048)  (0.049)
Father's Education (Years of Schooling) 0.286 0.221 0.284 0.206 -0.024 -0.020
(0.097)*** (0.097)** (0.103)*** (0.103)** (0.011)** (0.011)*
Mother's Education (Years of Schooling) 0.229 0.190 0.162 0.115 -0.031 -0.029
(0.114)** (0.113)* (0.121) (0.12) (0.012)** (0.013)**
Economic Situation (3=Very Good; 2 Above
Average: 1 Below Average: 0 Very Bad) 1.245 0917 1.179 0.787 -0.049 -0.030
(0.459)*** (0.460)** (0.489)**  (0.489) (0.049)  (0.049)
Intact Family -1.185 -1.049 0.240 0.401 0.395 0.397
(2.793)  (2.769) (2.975) (2.938) (0.309) (0.314)
Possible Channels of the Impact of Son
Preference on Children's Educational
Attainments
Child-Rearing Methods 2.297 2.332 -0.143
(1.379)* (1.463) (0.147)
Mother's Expectations for Child's Schooling 1.024 1.321 -0.096
(0.503)** (0.534)%* (0.052)*
Child's Educational Aspirations 1.026 1.308 -0.055
(0.218)%*%#%* (0.23 1) (0.023)**
Child's Self-Confidence 0.805 0.874 -0.043
(0.451)* (0.479)* (0.048)
Observations 1,895 1,895 1,895 1,895 1,838 1,838
R-squared 0.15 0.17 0.12 0.15 0.17 0.17

R oRIR0.0LK R, ~RR0.05KFESE; “Rp0.UKPFEE. HSHEFMEE.
*Son Preference' BUE 41, TR Son Preference>=0.625, & M40,

R TR 8 BoR TAlivH AR W DUE BRI SCERM A RS, DL R
BGIRVRAOL, BT BEMTFRBMARBBE AT T . YURRRERJLERS
BN, TRETMANANRIERZGZE, oM REEEARZER, HEXN
A BEERAR BRI T LI 2 PR DU TRBR IR ) o LTS RAE— e RE . _EAEY]
BATHIG R AR o
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F8 FINELWILEE ARG BUS B BRI 2 R BN (Son Preference' =2 if 0.625<Son Preference<2, 1
if 0.375<Son Preference<0.625, 0 if if 0=<-Son Preference <:0.375)

B ek ETEE
B4 BHET  BHE et N 24 = e L 22 =1
Son Preference™ -1.142 -0.816 -0.993 -0.587 0.085 0.064
(0.559)** (0.557) (0.595)*  (0.591) (0.061)  (0.061)
Son Preference"*Girl 0.771 0.877 0.694 0.805 -0.067 -0.080
(0.800)  (0.795) (0.852) (0.844) (0.087)  (0.088)
Girl 1.858 2.097 0.248 0.592 0.038 0.023
(1.064)*  (1.059)** (1.133) (1.124) 0.121)  (0.122)
Number of Siblings 0.004 0.154 -0.303 -0.119 0.020 0.012
(0.474)  (0.470) (0.505) (0.499) (0.048)  (0.049)
Father's Education (Years of Schooling) 0.282 0.219 0.280 0.204 -0.024 -0.020
(0.097)***(0.097)** (0.104)*** (0.103)** (0.011)** (0.011)*
Mother's Education (Years of Schooling) 0.222 0.188 0.155 0.114 -0.030 -0.028
0.114)*  (0.114)* (0.121) 0.121) (0.012)** (0.013)**
Economic Situation (3=Very Good; 2 Above
Average; | Below Average: 0 Very Bad) 1.255 0.925 1.194 0.799 -0.050  -0.031
(0.459)**%*(0.461)** (0.489)**  (0.489) (0.049)  (0.049)
Intact Family -1.215 -1.075 0.202 0.367 0.397 0.398
(2.793)  (2.769) (2.975) (2.938) (0.309) (0.314)
Possible Channels of the Impact of Son
Preference on Children's Educational
Attainments
Child-Rearing Methods 2.290 2.313 -0.143
(1.380)* (1.464) (0.147)
Mother's Expectations for Child's Schooling 1.032 1.320 -0.095
(0.504)** (0.535)** (0.052)*
Child's Educational Aspirations 1.023 1.308 -0.055
(0.218)*** (0.231)*** (0.023)**
Child's Self-Confidence 0.807 0.871 -0.043
(0.451)* (0.479)* (0.048)
Observations 1,895 1,895 1,895 1,895 1,838 1,838
R-squared 0.15 0.17 0.12 0.15 0.17 0.17

AR HRIR0.0UKFRE; HRR0.05KFEE; *RR0.UKTFEE. FBE5HNEREE.
*Son Preference" {54 2, #13#0.625<Son Preference<<2, {H 41, W 0.375<Son Preference<0.625,{84 0, 415 0<<Son
Preference<<0.375.

. Fig

(—) WHFERIEH

FEASCHISE 885, BATRALE T F &M X T LE K 2 SPROUEE 7 IR B 1
. AR VULERTE S BEEmSILARRf E LW PORM B LE R 2 SPROL, 3]
K, BB BREFR, JLERESPROLEZE .

FER ARGy, ARICHE BT B ML T )L SPROGE MR RE. A
ORI, BB SR KMEF A SRR LENHEHE. JLEY 3 OEE
2. PLURJLERAR BfE OFH BE KR,

FER =R, BATKIES T RN RELZ )G, BEMEAEXLEEIEIE
BEMEW, XN RIESLEEIEOE B MR . XX A RIER S
B #m ) L2 S UL E B IRE .

A G RAFE RN ERRBURE . 7247 5€ B WIS LR EAER, JF A
WNAZBZRRIEOLT, WEeb B 2R T L PRI Z W+ ER g .
LR SR AT A SBT3 A 14 55 25 A X D AN S M SRIE I AR T, Bl X K e
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RENERMKBE T EAKEZHEREEE. ) LEKOHEERATE, 5
A DAZEAR KRR B BV BR B G % LB 2 SPIR DL M o IX A A DA SCHR AP ARER
A, W RA B EEN TR,
(=) WIBEAEALH] ) 2

ASCAFLER AN W R FEAR R . AT BEERE T HNA R 20 M E. &
THRERTHEERNKEZ— BEMWIF KA GetE LT T2 7K P19 48 5 ™
B JLERZESPRGE AT B LA B RK-FRIA 2 . LRI R B4
[ F AR A s X B AR HE— 2B 4R ) o

B, AT BB UL KK EE 7 A 3 2l ) 4 oA N — 4 )
FRR) 2 22V 3 03 BOR VR o B THE DT SCER P L MR A I 58 Ty b BRIX AN 75 TH
FIBEE HORR X TR AR BB DA 25, B UK W7 T HAE s da A etk —
2L

E=, AR T B ] SRR e R R . IR R B &
s B ANR A 7] B K B RS 07 R > 2 20 ) LB . BRLth, S R AR R AR &
BINR AT HIE, AT SPROURE T B R A LB S 22, RO EIXFER)
FKEEF S BHEAL RN ) B T o BT IRATICVE I 52 35X Le45 BB 2o £ 1) % SR
UL, BRI T ILE 22 PR R A AT SRRl . BRI, B RZE R B — ik
Wz, BAEBINRBSIFELLEAE T B2 (downward bias).
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