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Abstract

Based on the individual survey data of China General Social Survey in 2015, this paper introduces
the education experience from primary school to university, expands the classic Mincer’s salary
equation, and studies the educational rate of return of Chinese men and women at different edu-
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cation stages based on the propensity score matching method of quasi-experimental research. The
results show that the rate of return on education is positively correlated with the rate of return on
education. The higher the degree, the higher the rate of return on education. The return on men's
education was about 0.3 percentage points higher than that of women at all levels of education,
and the higher the degree, the more statistically significant it was. This conclusion is different
from the mainstream opinion that the rate of return on the education of females is significantly
higher than that of males. However, a variety of matching methods have confirmed the reliability
of the conclusion and provided some inspiration and reference for the study of the heterogeneity
of the gender difference in the rate of return on education.
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H B NHEARE, 2E BB — DRI R, f‘%#%‘ﬁﬂ:}\ﬁ?ﬁﬁfiﬁﬁﬁ)ﬂfﬁﬁ
EXHCE AR BAT TG . BN AN T 208 HRE 2 7 A A A, ik Rk E KIS =K
R ER, L EREES T B

Arias Omar il Mcmahon Walter-W (2001)H/f 7% 3 [E 20 & Y a5 A8 A0 A I 2o VEAE & 2B Y B AR RN
B R RS 2 T B PE[2]. Luis-Eduardo Vila 1 Jose-Gines Mora (1998) & BTG 18 7 28 FL 355 1 130 2 Fh
NEBIT, e o S H T  MECE W ad R [3]. PUPEF £ 3 Arrazola 55(2006)fE % i Mincerian %
ATT RN e fli T I IR Z S LR, A3 AR 51 [4]. #HE %3 Lee J il Ihm J (2020)7EAE 58 1
BURHAEHE LR HHRRRODZIE K Z 7 515 45k, BRI E S, LA F o, %
PRI E RIHCRIEARE & T B, Hixeer iz R s —A i — A K[5].George P #1 Anthony PH
(2018)JE T 139 ANEZK M 1950 FEF1] 2014 1 1120 TUEHE AL S H FA L 248 — T R ERCF 3 [FHRE 2 9%,
Hrh 208 R B L = A E 7 5 6].

] A 20A IR Z 0 1 ) 22 S B A 5 [ A 3 a5 — . B RER /M AR B, Ltk Rl
BERT BYERER, 1998; BRaEE. HAUKME, 2014; XIJJXz:\ XUEEGE, 2020 %) [7][8] [9], Mk RAEA
B TH2004) @ X 1996~2000 G iH a3 b, X o B 20E B BRI R M 22 S AT T - RS
B, UESE T Lotk T (0], SR WAE 1

7/

H

Table 1. Rate of return on male and female education, 1996~2000

1. 1996 F~2000 FHLHEERE

B SRS A AR MLz
« % PE5ZE 57 Z5pd
1996 6.53 4.714 1.813 <0.0002
1997 9.117 4978 4.139 <0.0001
1998 9.816 6.094 3.722 <0.0001
1999 8.194 4.944 3.25 <0.0001
2000 10.273 6.749 3.524 <0.0001
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B2 | A, LW BOE PR R A B35 KiE s T 55, 4510 5 HA = A0 1R, (0 B TR B p R A4 |
Pt AR & LS R S AN ], A0 BRI 2 AP AE— 2 2 7. Jamison S5 ATHEHY 1985 4
VB WS RE T BN 1.1 AN E 2 A Hauser SM 1 Xie Y (2005)43 H! 1986 4E 5 20 H 4R FR 250 )y 2
ANE 55,1988 4 2.3 ANE S Fi[11], TEF(2004) [l 5 1994 5 5B L E FHR R M RN 3.2 AN E 7 si[12],
FRABE(1998)IRYE 1995 - RAMEIRAT H LU st 2 mr th 534 0.85 4NFE 43 #i[7], Seth M-Hauserand #ll
Yu Xie {1 1995 -4 E A 1 2 s 5 th e Uicas 22 st 550 3.7 AN E 70 sl BRIBEFANBR R AR 11(2003) 5
1996 B L HE MR ZI N 1.46 NE 2 5[13], 2001 EEF] 4.8 NH 2 A[14]. 15X Z(2005)HEE Sk
H 2002 4FHIHHREF 1K)y 0.483 AN 43 [ 15]- Emily Hannum (2013)25%} 2002 4Ef#) CULS A1 CALS F%ds
BT, L #E PR ZEIEAE 4%3) 6% [F][16]. = EiR2017)%& T E K EEiE iR & (CFPS) 2010
SEREE, AGEHE BYEE FHRE RN 10.3%, LN 14.4% [17], B FHRCE I Z WA LR X .

IR A AT T AT AR — B S5 18, KREN N ZPEEE IR & T Bk, (H B R0 A 7
MEAS 5 — = A ESCERR 2 T2 s S A R, TR E 2019 = S8 E B H N 51.6% [18],
FABE IR E ACE I BE EHREG R TL I R FEFEAR F LR 08, A AR 2 HuE ) T 4% 48 OLS.
T HAZ VA Heckman P AVESEA TH0E IR ER, 1K L8 7 55 TR AP M e e N A 1k e, 25 (A28 £
T RA &z, B, A 2015 4 EZREH 2B (CGSS2015) %, il id e 2 5P SR A W 45
BT HE B2 e 146 1] 75 43 L2 9% (propensity score matching, PSM)X} 2 & [BI R R 34Tl 1H, DAL AT RE /DB
KR EEREI R, i MR TR ZE

2. ¥I_RS 5%
2.1. HEFRIFESHEARER

AR SCAE FH R AR IR T 2015 AEh E 25 A4S TR (CGSS2015), ZM A P EARKEHEBES
el O 5 FEBRHOREA SRR FHAT B — T4 E AT H %00 H 2003 G0 E S T
E11 2700 245, 10,000 £ 7 FEEATESMERIH AL, ERTHEANNSE. TR 450, Z2H
R AR I AN A REET SN E ISR . ASCEH CGSS2015 BRI . 58—, A K PSM
W R EAEEREROR, ZEdR SRR 10,968 1, FE¥dEER. 8, B HE S NEE M
HIRNEFEHCHAL R, EMANS. H=, 28RS Z UG BRI 7%, AR RSB AR
Yo ASCWFFUE ] STATAL6 BT EE AT A EE, KEREA PR E B 18 22 60 % 2o 18 £ 55 H A
F, BB TEERAE . W BARSAE BB IIME, SR B BREA 4679 4~ BAAHIRSTH L% 2.

Table 2. Sample basic information

=2 HARERER

FSYEFIN RitH Eilcd RitE Ltk RIFE
b= 239 5.11 85 331 154 7.29
NS 866 23.62 428 19.99 438 28.02
e 1551 56.76 899 55.03 625 58.87
L] 999 78.11 617 79.07 382 76.95
LRI 459 87.92 253 88.93 206 86.70
K= 565 100 284 100 281 100
FPN 4679 2566 2113

e BRI CGSS2015.
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22 ERRASTERE

2.2.1. REGEE
AT Rubin (1974)FEH ) “ & FEHERBA” , RAGUR A7 IEACIEPSMYXT AR B H B B #0H
[l R BEAT MG 1. PSM ALRERS M o TR AR B 38 363E KA (i At v i AL, T ELAE AL PEAR B Py 78 ) RS
WA RBOLA . SEGR DU AT SRR, BT E R AR A DL PR BN o PRI AS SO ST
IR TE AR B B B O BReR
InY!=aX'+BD, +¢ )

(AR, InY! AL B AR, X 57 B I3AMA i TSR (1 B SR RS AIE AR 8 v
D NFEN AR | R RE, AAERANFEN BB EKT, DoA5 ) i ARl R B E,
D=1 K2, D=0 RERERL; B AFNNIME i WBEFERHRE; & NEEIL A

222 TEWE

WREAR B2 T3 J1 MR , 573 A3 AR EE RN S Iny RS, R O AL B (R B AR B
NEEZRRNE, QRN YIhE. mhiEl. KBS AR AL 5 =023
e ETWEFHFELGOURE, Dm0 BAUVARN BEE 2R REA, mUa %
DI IR T — B Bt DKo BIFE R i ik, & 57 s A RsE et Wz As s IRE oy 1,
BN R ZRTMRE Y 05 fEL R drh, E5sh I MR DL R WA 8 IR
6N 1, NIRRT EDY 0, DABESSHE. RIS X S2 808 IR T Reffe: R 26 o2
TGRSy, # BRAZIAEMEE” I HEH NERAEFRAN 0T N7 R6E I
NOE “BlkEd” ol o bR L YHIRT SR 128 CRFELRY 15 RF
ARY 16 5 “WHRAELULE” 919 8, HABENEZA R RN e, Tr 85T

PSM &4 T VLA AR B A S E AT 70 A EC XS K, TR, DRRCHR: X B F R ET 7. D AR R
FIRE S HE M R A AR IR AR e, DL AL SR AR BE ,  bAh,  DLHC 5% R e X As 2235
RILF SR BRI E . 25 A RRME, A SCERSORZBAE KT BERZEE KT
P, FE5. KEMBIE N RKED e &, . T, T/EZKE. @RKE, S|, Buam. %
WGP RIRAMSREUR SN NFHE 2 LR AR . BAA IR 3,

Table 3. Variable set
=3 TERE

FN FEONEUN B
INEFEEE T ZHERENNE: £ =1, T =0
L] ZHEBRENYIF: £ =1, T =0
A ZHERENET: £ =1, F =0
LR ZHERENGE: £ =1, f§ =0
R ZHEREARY: £ =1, f =0
SR E KT R HEFIRER)
BERSZHE KT RERZAE FIRER)
Jaln Wil =184 =2
FEBE FRE e Hhy
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Continued
R F I 37— R 1A SR B3\
5 B =1% =2
To% T = Fh - ZEHFEM-6
TAEL S TAELE = T#e* T
fi KEK P TR =1 eBAMEE =2 — & =3 HeBUERE =4 Mg =5
U B =1 K1 =0
[ESETHEY R =195 R =0
Tt 1 T SEANREY =1 Wi E =2 — B =3 il =4 1RIF =5
W7 3 SEAWIAEE =1 lWE =2 — K =3 Wi =414 =5
Wil 7K W EKE = P 7 i i
R Bk =0 DHRIE =1
SREUEM H=1k=0

3. IRGRS5 S
3.1. HHEEREAM- T

% 46 ik T S B A R (O AR IUAR . 2R VO RE ARV AL = 750 F B
R B~ HIRE SRR S, LTHA,

Table 4. Rate of return of education at different educational levels (nearest neighbor matching)

* 4. TRHERAHEEREFIEMBELL)

(OExZN @51 @)tk

HEREX

ATT t 18 ATT t1H ATT t 18
INEEETT) 9.42 231" 9.49 -1.18 9.25 1.85"
W23 9.89 0.41 10.05 0.55 9.67 0.15
AR 10.28 336" 10.39 1.45 10.10 1.86"
KE2E]] 10.72 436" 10.83 267" 10.60 237"
KEE2ET 11.00 2.99*** 11.15 228" 10.84 237"

N (ML) 4679 2566 2113

e o o R FIRIRAE 1% 5%H 10%50 1K P FR3E.

Table 5. Rate of return of education at different educational levels (radius matching)

% 5. FEHERRHEERELELE)

(OEX =N @)% )Ltk

HEREX

ATT 1l ATT t 18 ATT t 18
NFEETT 9.42 231" 9.50 -1.14 9.23 1.75"
W23 9.89 0.43 10.05 0.56 9.66 0.10
L e 10.28 342" 10.39 1.46 10.09 2.02%"
KEE 10.72 438" 10.84 265" 10.63 273"
KEE2ET 10.73 2.99*** 11.13 223%" 10.84 2377

N (ML) 4679 2566 2113

VE: R TR IRORLE 1% 5% 10% 51K F F R 3%,
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Table 6. Rate of return of education at different educational levels (kernel matching)

% 6. FEBERRHE EREKLE)

() &FEAR ) 3) Ltk
HERERK
ATT t 18 ATT t 18 ATT t1H
NS 9.42 217" 9.49 -0.2 9.24 238"
HIh 2 9.89 0.97 10.05 0.89 9.67 0.19
[l 10.28 3724 10.39 2.80"*" 10.10 3.04 "
KEE 10.72 507" 10.83 3.98%*" 10.60 349"
KE2E 11.00 363" 11.15 221°" 10.84 225%"
NOWMIME) 4679 2566 2113

VE: wRr R RIRIRTE 1% 5% 10%40 KT R,

1 4~6 23 HER] T BOE AR RILAC . EARILRC XL = Fh 073k, W AR B =M LR R0 45 R B Wiead
FREARE AL, H=REAR R 2 M AR =R 5500 ¢ B8 45 RAAE 1% 5% 10K 8%, 3
ZE R R o

SIS, ARG 2HREIEMK, RIEE, #0F PR, X4 5 A
L. HARBT AT — AR, ZBAEARPRRS S, HE PR EEEE .

SREAR, BRI AN, HARR REE R R R GIRAE 3 IR AR gt B RO R .
b2 R ARG T EARE W RIRE, M TARIEI P22 DAk, Wb Pifedt 2 b
WIFTAEMTESTT, A BN FRON T AT 5530 .

FMETREAAE wh 22 P T B (R R AR S AT VL FE A AR IL RS P AN B2, (H M s b 22 i 2
B BHRCRAEALIE AT A 1% AT A B8, KL K UL 22 PfE 3 FILEC 5k geit B3Oy R
HhHH FHREARZRR SRR, mrb 2 P TR 2 Z R A K. (HR IR T &
R ECE R B2, XA EE PRI,

LVEFEARBRAI R R MR AR AL, HAR R REE MR R 3 LR giit E3SEN
B3 AT R IR AN B2 1 SRR RS Wi IR E AR A

3.2. HEIZTHERK

PSM G PE 265 5 Gt ] 7 e 75 ZEEAG AR Y 2 5 3 A2 3 R SCA AR o SRk HR A Ak B 4L 1% DU P A% 8 )
BXEIRAE, AT HE X IAMIFEARTCESSIA RULEE, i T80 2 FIFEARTR, 25200 Ab B0V 1
ATEENE . B 1 R 5 L RE AR AL PR A R HR A AE - B B B UL L f5 1% B2 R 2B 7T LAE e, DUHC S 554k
PR /N AR R T ) A B 2R R BEZH A0 ) A5 oy X R B A Y KVE M E S, EESESM LESE
ANEREF, WABRAE: VSRS B ot m i3 K 2 Ja () 4 23 20 A0 BEZH ff 40 ) 7543 IX 18] B A AH
YRVEHENES, HEESMESEERS, KUK 2 HOWSE L R BUE G Bl N B A G ROR BN A,
AT A 45 73 IR ECAN = e D e AR, LRI SCPE 2615 23 A2 -

3.3. EEMHBRERE

PSM VUL 534 75 S 43 A FRA A0S FR AL AE 25N RS F IR B RHIE A BB 2R 45 58 UL 5 1Y
AR 2 ROAEAE 2 22 5, TUHE DAYk N R R RE AR S P 7 2 ) s 22 T A B RS . AR SC S R 1)
i, PEELUCHCHT S AR FR A 550 BB 2H 2 (R VT e AR B AR HEA I 22, BRitEAl I 22 980/ N R BH IR A 22 /)N B8
VL f5 Ab 32 50 B2 2 (B UL AR B IR AR, H p (IR E R R B 3. SR N% 7.
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Figure 1. The density function graph after matching
E 1. EEREE R E
Table 7. Balance hypothesis test results (university group)
7. FEMBERESERUAKXRFEZHZERG)
PiRcs E/g
£ s — :
WP XWHRA brMELIRZE(%bias)  pfH  AHA WA FRHELIRZE(%bias)  pfE
B VLECHT  9.4437  8.1818 29.8 0.001 10.626  9.0874 433 0
SRR BEIKF
ILECJS  9.3659  9.1558 5 0.563 10.329  10.063 7.5 0.363
o VLECHT  8.2465  6.2846 42.8 0 9.2135  7.7136 38.3 0
RERZHAE K
VLlcfE  8.1449  7.6232 11.4 0.17 89008 8.3294 14.6 0.107
VLECHT  1.0704 1.087 —6.1 0477 1.0427 1.0631 -9.1 0.314
FH
VLSS 1.0725  1.0833 -4 0.635 1.0476  1.0357 53 0.505
JUECHT  13.208  14.727 -16.8 0.052  12.754 14.243 -16.3 0.076
FEB
JLHdfE  13.25 12.79 5.1 0.538 13.095 13.163 -0.7 0.934
VLACHT  2.7077  2.8182 -9.3 0.283 29359 2.7913 12.8 0.167
K BERAE
LR/ 2.721 2.5616 13.4 0.123  2.8929 2.877 14 0.87
VCEZHET  0.0493  0.12253 —26.3 0.002 0.0427 0.08252 -16.5 0.067
e
VLSS 0.05072  0.05072 0 1 0.04762 0.03571 49 0.505
JUBCHT  268.69  421.07 —40.2 0 207.73  301.78 —34.6 0
THEZ LR
VLS fE 27479  287.94 =35 0.636 220.25 265.41 -16.6 0.047*
B JUHCHT  4.1796  4.0949 10.4 0.227 4.0427 4.1068 -8.2 0.371
R
LRt 4.163 42319 -8.5 0.281 4.0516 4.0476 0.5 0.956
VCAZHET  0.71831 0.70356 32 0.707 0.74021 0.75728 -3.9 0.669
Ry
VLA 0.71014  0.71739 -1.6 0.851 0.72222 0.78571 —14.6 0.098*
B VLECHT 036972 0.3083 13 0.134 0.31673 0.13107 45.6 0
BUARTHIH
VCHCE  0.35145 039493 -9.2 0.292 0.24603 0.30556 -14.6 0.135
JCHERT  4.5141 4.336 25.2 0.004 4.5836  4.3835 32.9 0
W 36 17
VLHE f& 4.5 44819 2.6 0.742 4.5476  4.5278 33 0.7
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Continued
JURcHT  4.2324  3.9368 333 0 43737  4.2039 23.6 0.01
VA I UG
Uit f5  4.2101 4221 -1.2 0.874 43532  4.3095 6.1 0.478
JUECHT  9.4437  8.1818 29.8 0.001  20.31 18.777 29.4 0.001
HilE K
JLHELfE  9.3659  9.1558 5 0.563 20.075 19.774 5.8 0.503
JVCECRHT 82465  6.2846 42.8 0 0.06762 0.04369 10.4 0.263
573
VUt js  8.1449  7.6232 114 0.17 0.05159 0.12698 -32.9 0.003
) VCECHT  1.0704 1.087 —6.1 0.477 0.93594 0.91262 8.8 0.332
FEAEW
VUit s 1.0725 1.0833 —4 0.635 0.93254 0.88492 18 0.064*
BB PR R ZE (Yobias) & /N o DLEL S, 10 AN 2 FEAS oAb 23 20 5 ) HE 40 4% D e A% 1 ) ps AL

i ZE 5K VLG5 i 22 KRR T 10%, BRANBISNEAR E#EKT 25%, A Rubin [19]0FEAILAC
MR, RIEREAR T 208 BRI T a8 iR, IEWI VLR RCR BT -
FRA t R X AL PR A 5 HEZH P DL e AR A AT 22 e B PEAR 00 . A RS, DLRC)A 268 K 70
BENMERA BEZS, WA R BT B DN, B2 R F L HTHES.
SIS, P REARLEIL T 5 2 35 BRAR TR M AR 22 5, KR L RRAR 1 R A A Ay
KT EEFEA R, PiL 1T HPEECE 2R, FEARTLE AR RIT.

3.4. BEMTERERERERHER

BTG ME, AR SO REASEAT UC RS 20 70 v 55 B3 MR Lo M E & BOE B B BRI, Bk
4~6 HATT fH. HHE 4~6 [, X=FILEES BN RTEHEZER, 506 TR ULEL 7 2x] ITR
ZEREMA KRG R — . AP LTRSS E W BRI AMS A AEY R R L, W
PSM TR S ER . A UCRC R B, 3 HZ IR 72 58 A vl ARIE DS FC 1 Fi 2, LT 28D,
TSR . B, A FBESHAZILEE R TG R, FIR, BT 5 PR N R b 2 4y
HHUCECBCERAE, BTRL, ASCEZET & R 55 T80 .

MF 6 AL, METEAFZ BN BB E BIREAF, 5 LR FBED BT E Bk
WA Bk XA EWRFMATIOE, TR : NS BEENEE RIREKRE, SRS LT
FEARIZE IR A S BB 2R T, B&ENBENBMBE Bk Sk s T2tk 0.3
ANEG R

SN DI A RN 9.49%, T Lt 9.25%, ANF CMERF T2, S /NFE2E D70 5
A RIS S T Lok, BB EEE RHRCRAS EARE . BT TIEE FIRE 10.05%,
e T2t ) 9.67%, Wi ¥m TN E% D E Bk, (HfESH FEGFARE . Fit, g
AR — B .

T w2 T A RN 10.39%, &L 10.10%, HEBE FRRLE T 28 E K FRIE
AP RIREAR . BETE RS BB G, LB L2 mh B E KT E R E mik. A5
TR, S EE B MR A RS & T 2 0.29 N E 7 s

BHER L P I N 10.83%, =T LM 10.60%, W#HBE BRI &S T ZHE KA
HIREA . ULBAYESE BRI B A G, B KRB E MR RS = I BOE R . [FIREANE 5 DL
AR, KREFEPIM S EEE R0 & T 2ot 0.23 /N E 7 s

R 22 DI BB WA N 11.15%, =T L 10.84%, W BE IR & T ZHE KA
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THIREA . RUESE R T B G, 2R EE MRS SE N m, HIRRE T
WKL FAEARS UAER TR, KPR B ECE B s T 2 0.31 A7 s
LR PR, FE B S HE B BT PR R s T bk

4. ZRERE

O KT 20E Was 2% ) 22 S 1A 1B 9 A T 350 R Lot B 20 W R B ARG By, (HIX — 25 B R AR
(100 P A M 1) R P A B AN B AR, O T R RV B P A IR, AR SR T S S R 1 75 DT VR AT A
WE G R L EAEA R E M B BE B2, ARSI T:

—RHABEIEE I RIEMR, TRAEFEAREE P L TFHAR, %Pke, BERHRERE. &F
ARAIGERL G IR, INFZTIEE FIREN 9.42%, JERFEEEKERZZTN 11%; BHEFREAS, #
B BRI NZEZE T 9.49% — B BE I B K 2222 T 11.15%; ZETFREART, #E RIHRER NN ZEZE T 1)
9.24% KRR IGK 2 K2 1 1) 10.84%

ZRAFET ERU LR, AR H S HE IR RSN UE B T Lt ANEETT)
FYEE R ELA L Lt m H 0.25 NME R, VIR B EEE R EL L EH 0.38 NE A
E RIS BOE R A P m H 0.29 ANE Y A KBTI S HEBE R4 2 s 0.23
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