:1990 —2005

*
, Heckman , 1990 —2005
(1)
1 (2) ;(3)
; (4) ,
1990 —2005
Heckman
9 %' 1 ”
90 , ( ,2003)
L (
,1999) ( ,1999) ( ,1999)
, (2001) Fdds (1999)
1 ( 1 2004) 1
(Sorrocks ,1999) (2004)
(CHNS , Heckman 1990 —2005
1 90 1
* , 1100081 , :chenbinka @gmeil. com;
1250014 ; 1100871, W02 @pku. edu. cn
Gary Jdferon
( ‘211 " ) ( :09BIL042)

30



&5 (% %8 4 200

12
( ,2%3) ; b t
(
,1999) , (1999)
1988 1995 30%,
] 1990 —2005
; Heckman , ,
()
(CHN9 , North Carolina
1989 , 1991 1993 1997 2000
2004 2006 ,
(muitistage random cluger sanpling) ,
8—9
1 ( ) 4 1
3 ) 20 ) ,CHNS
, 1990 1992 1996 1999 2003
2005 (
) , ( 1 )
1

1990 1992 1996 1999 2003 2005

12382 11535 11794 12633 9553 9783

3860 3340 4393 4790 4070 3360

2001 1666 2137 2491 2644 2193

1477 1176 1495 1465 1290 945

73.81% 70.59 % 69. 96 % 58.81 % 48.79 % 43.00 %
( ,2006) ,
labor earning ,
1988 1990 1992 1996 1999 2003 2005
1980 1991 1993 8 ;199
11999 2003 2005 9

31



:1990 —2005

1990 1992 199 1999 ,2003 2005
2005 , 20 —60 ,20 —55
) ,1990
73. 81 % ,2005 43.09 % ,
() :
1 , 1990 —2005
1.0

1.0

09t
0.8t -
0.7+ |
0.6} il
0.5 '
ot — | 000 4} 0.4
:: — | 06 — 000 ]

- 2003 4 0.2 s |99,
0.1 — 2008 %

oLl e arane i iviigiive dieve: iy i S g0irgrar oS gl Fe T .

20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 [ 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55
F F8
(a) it {b) ot
1 1990 —2005
1 1990 1996 2003 ,
) , (1) 1990
2003 (2
) , 1990 —2003
11996 —2001 43. 7 % ,2002 —2004
20 % , 1990 —2003 ,
39 ( ,2006)
1994 1996
( ,1999)
2002

32



(sdlection bias) , Heckman
(
(
G = Z u; G
,G v , G (
) t
GINI
1990 0. 6553 0. 3447 0.244 0. 2882 0.3215 0.6303 0. 3697
1992 0.6736 0. 3263 0.3183 0. 3916 0.3678 0. 6972 0.3128
1996 0. 7986 0.2014 0. 3051 0. 2909 0.3977 0. 7986 0.2014
1999 0.8174 0. 1826 0.3721 0. 3405 0.5258 0.7435 0. 2565
2003 0.8177 0.1823 0.3519 0. 3005 0.5782 0.6998 0. 3002
2005 0.8412 0.1511 0. 3899 0. 3470 0.6171 0.7486 0. 2514
2 ,1990 1992
, 65%:; 1996 80 % 1993
(2006)
(1999)

33



:1990 —2005

1994
( ,2004) ,
,1993 )
1990 —2003 \ )
(Sorrocks , 1999 ; Wan ,2004) , Heckman
()
Probit , :
Pob(Y=1) =Py w)
,Pob(Y=1) W
Mincer (1974)
In(Y) =a + zBiXi +AQ (Y'w)) /P y'w) +€

|Y 1xi v(;b(y'W)FD(y,W) la vs

X
()

Oaxaca (Oaxaca ,1973 :Blinder ,1973) Juhn
(1992)  Bourguignon (2001) Oaxaca
Dinardo
(1996) , )
Sorrocks(1982)  Cowel & Jenkins(1995) ,
Morduch & Scular (2002) Felds &
Yoo (1999) , (D 1 (2)
(2004)
Wan(2004) BOX-COX  Gox Tidwell

34



&5 (% %8 4 200

12
(Sorrock ,1999)  Before-After (Cancian & Reed ,1998)
(2004)
Y=ep@ + zBixi +A (y'w) /P (y'w) +€)
, Cancian Reed Bedore After
Y G(Y) € =0 G(Y]e =0)
G =G(Y) - g(Y|g =0
G(Ye =0) Shapdy (Sorrocks ,1999) Wan
(2002)
G() - G() = Z[S,ZGZ(-) - 5:G(-)]
G () .G (") v S2.S1
()
Heckman
(1)
1= ,0=
, (
)
90 2005
( 0% ,2004)
Heckman
, UNU-WIDER
metlab

35



:1990 —2005

Heckman

(2)

Mincer (1974)

-6
2 Heckman

2005 ,

09

36

102 12
1
1996 1999
1990 —2005
1%

2005

1990 —2005

1999

16



b (528 o0

Heckman
()
Heckman , 1990 —2005
, 3 ,1990 —2005 ,
( )
3 3
1990 1992 1996 1999 2003 2005
,1996 1
X ; 2
(2005) 3
1999 4
2003 , 2005 ,
, 1999
1.
3, , , 1999 ,
Oaxaca  Jenkins
, ( . ,1999)
1990 —2005 , 1990
5.12%, 2003 16. 45 % ,2005 14. 61 %
, 1990
, ( ,2003 ) , 2003
1990 3.72 2003 1990
1.72 !
2.
3 , , 1999
, (2003) 1990 —999
( ,2009 ; ,2005) , ,
(2006) ,1990 2002 , 1990 70 %
2002 47 %, 1990 6% 2002 4%

37



:1990 —2005

,2003)

,1990 —2003 ,

(erodon dfect)

()

4
1990 —992 ,

1992 —996 ,

—431993

1996 —999 ,

2001)
1999 —2003 ,

2003 —2005 ,

(2006)

7%!
38

, (gecific)
(Glor & Moav , 2000) ,

:1990 —2005

,1990 —2002
36.1%, 15

,1990 —4991

14.6%,12. 4%,

(Meng,



b (528 o0

3 1 1 ’

2003 , ) ,

(skill-biased technology change) ,

1990 —2005
) Heckman
(D (2
; (3 ,
, 1990 —2005
, 1990 —2005 ,
% 2004 — , 2
,2009: , 3
,2006 : (1990 —2004) ( ) 3
,2003: 2
12003 6
,1999:
,2005: 6

39



:1990 —2005

2003 i 8

,1999: , : )

,1999: )

,1999: , : )

,1999:: s
,2002 , 1

Blinder , Alan S. , 1973, Wage Discrimination: Reduced Form and Sructurd Edimates’ , Journal o Human Resources 8: 436 —455.

Bourguignon, Francois, Fournier , Martin, Qurgand , Mark , 2001 ,“ Fagt Development with a Sable Income Didribution: Tawan, 1979 —
94" | Review d Income and Wealth 47 : 139 —163.

Cancian. M. and Reed D. , 1998 * Asesding the Hfectsof Wives Earning on Faily Income Inequaity” , Reviev o Economics and Statistics
80: 73—79.

Qwel , F. andJenkins, S. , 1995, How Much Inequdity Can We Bgplain ? A Methodblogy and an Application to the United Saes” ,
Economic Journal , 105: 421 —430.

DiNarcob , John, Fortin, Nicole M. , Lemieux, Thomas, 1996 ,“ Labour Market Inditutions and the Didribution of Wages, 1973 —992: a
Semiparametric Approach” , Econometrica 64: 1001 —1044.

FHeds, Gay S., Yoo, Geongoon, 1999, Fdling Lalour Income Inequaity in Korea’ s Ecoromic Qowth: Patterns and Underlying
Causes’ , Review d Income and Wealth 46: 139 —159.

Gdor Oded and Moav Omer ,2000°, Ahility-Biased Techrologica Trandtion, Wage Inequdity , and BEocoromic Qowth” , Quarterly Journal o
Economics , 115(2.) : 469 —497.

Juhn, Chinhui , Murphy , Kevin M. , Herce, Brooks, 1992 ,“ Wage Inequdity and the Ris in Returns to Sill” , Journal o Pdlitical
Economy” , 101: 410 —442.

Mincer , Jacob, 1974 “ Schoding, Experience, and Earnings” , New York : NBER.

Morduch, Jonathan, Scular , Terry, 2002 ,“ Rethinking Inequaity Deconpostion, with Bvidence from Rurd China” , Economic Journal ,
112: 93 —106.

Oaxaca, R, 1973 * Mdefemae Wage Differentids in Urban Lalor Markets’ , International Economic Review , 14: 693 —709.

Svorrocks A. F. , 1982 ,* Inequdity Deconrpostion by Factor Gonrponents’ , Econometrica ,50: 193 —211.

Sorrocks A. F. , 1999 ,“ Deoonpostion Procedures for Didributiond Andysds: A Unified Framenork Based on the Shepley Vaue” |
Department of Eooromrics, Universty of Essex.

Wan G. , 2004 ,* Acoounting for Income Inequality in Rurd China: A Regresson Based Approach” , Journal of Comparative Economics 32:
348 —363.

40



b (528 o0

Accounting for Urban China’ s Earning Inequality : 1990 —2005

Chen Binkai , Yang Yishan and Xu Wei
(School of Bcoromics, Centra Univerdty of Finance and Ecoromics;
School o International Economics and Trade , Shandong University o Finance; CCER, PKU)

Abgract :Gombined the neMy developed Shgpely Vadue Decormposgtion method with Heckman two-gep edimation, this pgper
acoounts for the level and difference of urban China’ s earning inequality by gender , education , digrict , and experience , ugng the
data of China Hedth and Nutrition SQurvey (1990 —2005) . We find that: (1) Sdection hias is important in accounting urban
earning inequdity ; (2) Cortribution of education to urban earning inequality tends to increase; (3) Contribution of experience to
urban earning inequaity decreased continualy; (4) Contribution of digtrict to urban earning inequaity increases. Techrology
progress, rgpid indugry dructure change during ecoromic gromth and property right sysem rform, wage sydem reorm,
redructuring of gate-owned enterprises during the process of transtion are potentia interpretationsfor these findings.

Key Wor ds: Earning Inequdity ; Heckman Two-gep Edimation ; Shapely Vd ue Deconpostion
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-0.0003 | -0.40% | 0.0017 | -12.88%| 0.0835 | 49.85% |- 0.0025 12.25%| 0.0409 | 107.63%
0.0043| 579%[-0.011 83.33%| -0.0214 |- 31.85% | - 0.0085 41.67%| 0.0007 18%
0.0013| 175%| 0.007 |-5303%| 0.0027| 4.02%|-0.0034 16.67%| 0.0079 [ 20.79%
0.0134 | 18.03% | 0.0059 | - 44.70%| 0.0026| 3.87% | 0.0235 |- 115.20%]|- 0.0065 |- 17.11%
Lamda 0.001 1.35% | 0.0038 | -28.79%| -0.0011 | - 1.64% | 0.0043 | - 21.08%]- 0.0033 | - 8.68%
0.0131 | 17.63% | 0.0112 | - 84.85%| 0.0159 | 23.66% | 0.0175 [ -8578%| 0.0488 | 128.42%
0.0612 | 82.37%[-0.0244 | 184.85%| 0.0513| 76.34% |- 0.0379 | 185.78%|- 0.0108 |- 28.42%
0.0743 - 0.0132 0.0672 - 0.0204 0.038
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