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6) Arrow(1973), Spence(1976) &
7) Thurow(1976), Fields(1974)¢] %885i(job com-
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ool BEEEEY RERECIAN
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7b? FpES BHEE iR
o EF - BE Sl ] B (employment

characteristics)of] o] =9 @& v

SIFER

El=E=A )
HR '31:'1.

=7}
A, 919 BERES fAshe ARdlA
= Q) EE BHEES BHEKES RES}E
TR TRAHEERED. @ B%EE
EfffEe gt BERE T/t R
BO. (B fEME BEHE] BeKES REshe

ZRE FAL/HESEED. (O o12A 49
A7bA BRI HERBE S et (EeRE

o] Al structural model of wage deter-
HREERRS AERBSEY
sate] BELSHTSHE g olw B4
i

mination) £
73l
WoEe) A (structural model)-&-

£ Ad g8 v 24 FREREREES R
B, EE B%E] Bt 59 *Elif%ﬁﬁ?
o G&Ed e B - HE 93-S HEsh
o S5hE F gk

o]

ME

I. =99 g 2 HEESE

2] = BL Y BERZ (structural mod-
el of wage determination)& ©}&3} o]

st

HE B
Edu:f(Family) R 7 RLRLELLT TR PR PP (1)

R

Sector =g(Family, Edu,X,,X,;) +e,+-(2)



FEmE®

InY=h(Edu, Sector, X,, X;)+e;(3)
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olth. Eduv o] #hEKHeela, Sector
= fiEaZs] Ag@Ad, FhaE F2
REEE Vel 8otk X2 #HEFS
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ANA Yo X &% Ak B AMEBEK
9 M jolz U #EEH(error term)9
M e joleh. 28w By vhisth o] =ZAfT

7l (triangular matrix)o] =t}
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by b 0
by by by
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B ()& OLSe o4 #eEsta 2 Aske
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SER e,

3) o7 7%} Monte Carlo Studyd] 4 }E}
Wt uhe} o] OLSE ¥ JiX (simultaneous
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FO6A ASRRIT B ERELSMR A &
B BRI 271 B3RS $45% 1,115
%4E Heo=w 3 Aok o e ILOY
BIE ubol AKERCA LR AR
EER B ERS HRoR tgonw HE

B A= gk Ge DellA Tdlo]e 1o 45

& Hrkx] EEe notrh

ARl A AT B (variable) & FBsA
thgst b

v AHEERTES Fkdeh ol EHB
B, @RSEN, 2vs 9 Hit BHe
8 BYpRER THhEE —Y T
EHe I IEF Figelth. BHYTE
(BF - ihes)e Yaskt FEs &
HEHEEES X sHEskg e
Edu : ZHEFEH
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<& 1> THIOIE Q] &
iEfE
B # _,f?l{)rcggcﬁiﬁm of Sfiﬁg
AFEHEEA 54,9104 (BEHEIRZE 34, 607)
BB KEE 10. 24E (FE¥E{RZE 3.39)
B 19.3%
o 39.5%
O 35.5%
K = 5.7%
fedinsea i 6. 0FF (EE¥EIRZE 5. 26)
#HEEF 60.6%
H R 97.4%
AL THED 83.5%
Lk 35.2%
T ERD 33.9%
AR
Size I ( 5~ 49A) 8.1%
Size 1( 50~199A) | 22.4%
Size 1 (200~499A) | 23.8%
Size N (500A 14 | 45.7%
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1. ZERE”
Edu=f(Faedu, Birth, Sible, Faocc, Age,
Sex)

A71A EEERE BEFEC|L Faedu:
REY BEERES JvehlE [Hr #E52A4
Faedu 1% BIZE#, 2% F5#, 3& &FEE,
4= KF#HE Jepdrh &EFEY A4
SE4: 4 H i M (perfect
s1sk7l HslA wlsgokh. Birthe Bj55KC)
HEmmaA # S 1, 2RSS 004,
Sibled- Wbtk #E ZAT Zol=, Fa
occl XHS BES veble el #ge
A1 HB 9 EEIEBR 2= BE -4
R 9 A2, 3 BEeld ey &R
3 2o A ALH syh

e e A= 1, A= A= 0,
FEEe veblle Age:  FHEIER
(control variable) & AFg-3+gich %2l & $19
BEBREAA e 2 BES skt

D AL X8 EHEKE T B i
oF O] BifRel e Aolvh & BELT E
£ RYAFE 2fike]] W3 ZEHOI
BRFEENS 9071w Fol vk

2) #pifiige]l BAHIHZREE & ZEK
#e 19l Aok HERG(EI HEHER

multicollinearity)-g-

A

10 EE ma TR MR A% SRS HRE
BERELE o2 2 FHHe] gk Brown(1977), Fi-
elds(1979).
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g)7F obd Hidl MHEBoR fhslel da
FiEsol %ol MW b/ B BE#E
viebd Aojztn mokeh md HAE] s
T 9 WriHe] #& %M (opportunity cost)o]
Fria ek B2 A7t & Aelrh dvst
o TOESE ] AEN EEoR odAE 5
Ae BEI BN A5 7 A&t

3 Fike B, 59 Wsmigkel #ot BE
Kl gL F g ok 2BV B A
a7t BEBH 1Rk whd —Ee] HEE
KRB 25dA T3 piisebd kKK
B A MFHRS ASnrt PHEHEKE
] g 5 gk a2y —E HES BT
EB Sdu £hpoz #Hdchd A
depd ¢ Y, =3 HERENE R
10 ®y(economy of scale)7b {ERHEA =
2ot WEBmigkiEdl HZEEE GATTHES
BiR & o] vre] desheEsh w9l
Kk 27 2 At 2 Kk Bl S
e whel &, & 1B R i
+x BEvh oldl BE EEIF MAIEASH
wl ol AR BEHRE R W R
HWE o+ gk

4 BFY A7t L7 A2 Tk
Bkl & Zloletx st WE{H
b 93 JdAAR LFY A HH
g o] 2EMHe] HEMeE dx, B4
5 BEEG] o] fFiester FYdt
9] HHEHKA 3 Mh(return)o] LT
A7 BFRE A7) ol vk

$o} 2 BE ot EEMEE #HET M
Bl (& 29 Zrh
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WG AEd WAW FEEL BEar
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2) #HhEe BEEe BNRSRE T
O WA 10EFY & HFEAES el
ok HiEA FES Aol vlad A o]
fe e R HEERES] BEET EN

Al vlad FEkiEe] & Jgol Bl W&

zaal uleol o] HWEKY

At A3 BREEC FRGEZ =A Hitw
om HED HRE 94 T ok

4) BE el Fdshd BT A4t &«
Furh T L5F =& BEHREE
oh BES KEEolA ot
BEAAE & cf.

5) B BRG] Rl & Aol E Heliul
b E s #UH(tentative explanation)-&
LR KpES] 79 Zrvt

z,ﬁo]

= 0

ol

< Aoy, obES& wiksl HEiglshted BEFIHE $£hsla
3D FEY =7, Fi LY Bt F& 2 T At REReE B 4 ¢

(K 2> HERES HERERAEBREY : #EF

(OLS)
B 7 # 3 | Regression 1(38F) | Regression 2(4&F) | Regression 3(&4%)
Birth 0. 8403(0. 212)** 0. 7578(0. 472)* 0. 7752(0. 223)**
Stble 0. 0716(0. 045)* —0.0361(0.118) 0. 0377(0. 050)
Faedu 1 0. 5328(0. 289)** 1. 451500, 722)** 0.9301(0. 316)**
Faedu 2 1. 3654(0. 343)** 1. 4696(0. 775)%* 1. 410100. 360)%*
Faedu 3 1. 9866(0. 371)** 2.1653(0. 814)** 2.0036(0. 384)**
Faedu 4 2. 7869(0. 449)** 4.3638(1. 149)%* 3.3001(0. 494)**
Age 1(17~19) 2. 4385(0. 928)** 1.8099(1. 015)* 1. 7699(0. 660)**
Age 2(20~24) 2. 5499(0. 893)** 2.5738(0. 969)** 2.3212(0. 532)%*
Age 3(25~29) 3.8310(0. 890)** 2.7256(1. 154)%* 3. 1497(0. 663)**
Age 4(30~39) 3. 8415(0. 884)** 0.4226(1. 682) 3.1945(0. 662)**
Age 5(40~49) " 2.1591(0. 931)** 2.0906(1.779) 1.6312(0. 753)**
Age 6(50+) 0. 3372(1. 445) — 1. 0882(0. 659)
Faoce 1 1. 0847(0. 453)7* 1. 4506(0. 902)* 0. 0371(0. 455)
Faocc 2 0. 4958(0. 415) 1.5552(0. 811)* 0.4636(0.413)
Faoce 3 0. 7279(0. 393)* 1.3443(0. 759)* 0. 2702(0. 389)
Sex 1. 4645(0. 233)%*
Constant 5.4019 6.4113 5. 3897
R? 26.48 7.95 20.19
F 15.84 (15, 660) 2.616(14, 424) 17.36(16, 1098)
N 676 439 1,115
0 Dok B

*2 10% +59 ity BEES Jdehd.
¥ 5% Y HiEth EEEE Vel

11 ERSHe BRFFERR ZBs1 i (propensity to migrate)-&

ol ek,
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6) ZREpo= RV =X grh. KR4
© KO FAEKE IV Bl KEY albeig

Wi wizs Vel REroxy)#H= At

59 el wbd RES f@piEel vt Eel o
T AEHA ZEE & F dolod HEmH

o FHHE 24 w95 AolH
2. EFEBREGRAERET)
Sector =f(Family, Edu,X;, X,)

BEHEESY RS =] Aol RAMEERE
#(linear probability model)®] &g 2 7}
A whe Fazl g

A2, HEKNE & BrER RK &
e A Telx JREAMY FEORY &5
T A lolmw!® Sl B —
TR By RBREC F5 4G, —
ERES ¥ BHED MRS 4A FHokE
T ch dlAd <G DA ExpEEFEO
o] HEEHBEF Size 1Y o] 0.0090] 1 Size ¥
o W —0.0102.2 veldEsl olE KES
ot 148 Wnddl] w2} Size 1] EHEE R
2 0.9% #insla Size Nell BHED WAL 1
% F FeRdeh Teinl] 2l
npA A 2, olAd Edu 3(CK%EH) HRET
Size 19 7-¢ —0.1490]3 Size V¢ 7%

= O

= 7401:

& T

12) #EAS —y FHEEHE ModA 44 2L 5 e
z2 7] 4% &g o8t (Kmenta, 1972).

13) 522 E i (perfect multicollinearity)-& =18}~
A T v J(dummy)EH 4 BRAAA2L BElfE=-

14) FIFEEs Rl (linear probability model)9] 2E2ETH
(error term)-& e.=Y,—a—bxiz Jeld 4 9]
Yirb 1, &2 09] - {gfﬁi‘-"\l’% ‘ﬂi’g’ —/;“ 21_0._33 ;ﬁ
2EE (—a—bxi), &L (I—a—bx)¥] F {Fffiqt
< A2 Qo] EEHME Rolx &)
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0.207¢1 7} o] &= BZFH nrl KAFEfr = Size
1 (5~A9 M)l JBflE #ZE 14.9% WA A
713 Size W(500A o]l EM2 ML
20.7% {ARAZD & viebdeh

A 2, HATREECA = RGBS FE
FREES WEYE 4 @k ol #FEH(error
term)o] IEH4#i(normal distribution) & ».
o] &7l #EoleH. welA (FE 3llA <]
Em#E 2 (standard error) 52 HE = w1 &
E B EES A0l #E el e B
" g Aold,

EfEmES] WERLREE
&3 72l

D kel mteigEy ERs vebds
REFE AL 29 BRE —BHIoE £¥
BBt B9 BfRE 2alvh zElvh 1 Btk
L 5223517 Eslvh. ol Ad Size 9] Faedu
2(KF#)= %= Zidee 2 B HRE
7FR 3. ¢tk abeel] Size Vo Faedu= -4

2w Eggard o

st 4 —Fat QY BEC] 44E
o ook kadel D WS Sol 1

o3 gk

2) BBE HYY BHEKEES SFRES
Fe FFRE vavh mEET BEE vx
skl Ka¥(Size W)oll EMEZ #eZo]l #9 16
~25% =3 BA4ESIze 1) EFD ®
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k3 ERERES HEEBER

(OLS)
B 3z & B | Size 1G~49A) Size 1(50~199) | Size M(200~499) |Size N (500A ©]4)
% F
Faedu 1 —0.011(0. 024D 0. 057€0.037) —0.051(0. 036) 0. 005¢0. 040)
Faedu 2 0. 005(0. 043) —0.060(0. 066) 0. 009(0. 065) 0. 046(0. 071)
Birth —0. 013(0. 023) —0.021(0.036) —0.033(0. 035) 0.067(0. 038)
Edu 1 —0. 044(0. 041) —0.199(0. 063) 0. 104(0. 062) 0. 136(0. 068)
Edu 2 —0.120(0. 040D —0.176(0. 061) 0.133(0. 060> 0.164(0. 066)
Edu 3 —0.149(0. 049) —0.227(0.075) 0.169(0. 074) 0.207(0. 082)
Ezp® 0. 009(0. 002) 0. 006(0. 003) —0.005(0. 003) -0. 010(0. 004)
Cert —0.018(0.027) —0. 015(0. 041D —0.041(0. 041) 0. 074(0. 045)
T —0.012(0. 027) 0. 013(0. 041) —0.037(0.039) 0. 036(0. 043)
TTM —0.008(0. 029) 0. 030(0. 044) —0.028(0. 043) 0. 0060, 047)
Ezpo —0.154(0. 022) 0. 038(0. 033) —0.016(0.032) 0.131(0. 036)
Union —0.122(0.022) —0.080(0. 034 —0.008(0. 033) 0.194(0. 037)
Foreign —~0.051(0. 028) —0.179(0. 044) —0.159(0. 043> 0. 339€0. 047)
Constant 0.306 0.418 0.191 0. 035
R 19.08 7.29 3.70 20. 54
S.E. 27.16 41.45 40.71 44.80
F 12.00 4.00 1.96 13.16
N 676 676 676 676
B o3 # B | Size 1(5~49A) | Size N(50~199) | Size H(200~499) | Size N (500A ©]4})
z ¥
Faedu 1 0. 004(0.021) —0.047(0. 038) —0.035(0. 045) 0. 078(0. 045)
Faedu 2 —0. 028(0. 056) —0.101(0.103) —0.078(0. 121D 0.207(0.119)
Birth —0.032(0. 023) 0. 075(0. 041) —0.024(0. 048 ~0. 020(0. 048)
Edu 1 —0.111(0. 025) 0. 005(0. 046) 0. 056(0. 053) 0. 050(0. 053)
Edu 2 —0.107(0.033) —0. 095(0. 060) —0.048(0. 071D 0. 250(0. 070)
Edu 3 —0.124(0.093) —0.125(0.178) 0. 039(0. 208) 0. 212(0. 207)
Exp* 0. 010(0. 005) 0. 014(0. 009) 0.013(0. 012) —0.037(0. 012)
Cert —0.037(0. 030D 0. 064(0. 054) —0.032(0.063) 0. 005(0. 063)
T —0.041(0.027) —0.000(0. 049) 0. 037(0. 058) 0. 048(0. 058)
Ezpo —0.174(0.023) 0. 037(0. 042) 0.129(0. 049) 0. 007(0. 049)
Union 0. 020(0. 021) —0.241(0. 039) —0. 080(0. 046) 0. 3010. 045)
Foreign —0.007(0.029) —0.122(0. 052) —0. 069(0. 061) 0. 198(0. 060)
Constant 0.270 0. 280 0.206 0.243
R 17.15 15.67 5.07 25.23
S.E. 20. 59 37.48 44,08 43.82
F 7.34 6.59 1.89 11.93
N 439 439 439 439
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skoh FRgol SEND WERY BFEE =
el A B $7 sl —FE FERk
o BN EEfES SRR 3 B
23 A HHY ERE WA A ds
Selvelel 2o REEEL BXs S
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ASHA g TAG vl ke 5
3] BB ke A Wb RER
izl WAKREET =71 dEd o] & Wi
e SR TAA S RRu e FERe] %
e 4 ad wWEEA EEsi g &
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5ol RS A5 WA H9ch ol #%BE
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3. &R (structural model) #
%58 7 (reduced-form) E2RE
R Iny=h(Edu,Sector, X,,X,)
FERBT ¢ Iny=8(Family, X,,X;)

Edu(BEFHO Sector (RO E -2l
o A = el RAEEHE IS 7
o Foll BEARE = debbR] g3, #8555
o g TR REEE (proxy) 24 9
SEggel 22 gl uk vehd
oh T B =T OLSel o3 #Edict.
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(consistant estimation)=| =] ul HEEEIHTERL
HoA Ted )9 Zmgel #ETpe] &
4> (zero covariance)-S- BEE ol utk OLSE
A 4 Qg ol Fak vk YEh R4
o Vel MIERRE Eishd vk 2k
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FELL BETmREES R* % Family
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(RO BER ¥ FED AR #EER EB

(OLS)
BrBE Iy 7 % 7 5 B * ¥
Faedu 1 0. 0824(0. 0545)* 0. 0900(0. 0515)*
Faedu 2 0. 0845(0. 0644)* 0.1021(0. 0557)**
Faedu 3 0. 2042(0. 0698)** 0. 0852(0. 0591)*
Faedu 4 0. 2539(0. 0847)** 0. 3742(0. 0845)**
Birth 0. 0656(0. 0398)* 0. 04420, 0337)*
Siblings 0. 0045(0. 0398) 0. 0006€0. 0084)
Faoce 1 0. 2114€0. 0085)** 0. 0365(0. 0642)
Faocc 2 0.0737(0.0781) —0. 0313(0. 0580)
Faoce 3 0. 11490, 0747)* 0. 0082¢0. 0542)
Edu 1 0. 0047(0. 0559) 0. 1227(0. 0332)**
Edu 2 0. 2046(0. 0545)%*% 0. 1737(0. 0442)**
Edu 3 0. 74510. 0660)** 0.9345(0. 1107)**
Size 1 0.2296(0. 0561)*%  —0.0975(0. 0691)
Size N 0.3318(0. 0582)*%  —0.0536(0. 0677)
Size N 0.351200. 0573)*%%  —0.0207(0. 0696)
Exp 0. 08600 0070)%* 0. 1508(0. 0122)** 0. 0899(0. 0059)** 0.1533(0. 0114)%*
Exp® —0.0018€0. 0003)*¥  —0.0071€0.0011)**  —0.0017(0. 0002)**  —0. 0070(0. 0010)**
Cert 0. 2860(0. 0416)** 0.1131(0. 0387)** 0.14320. 0361)** 0. 0463(0. 0382)*
T 0. 03310. 4206) 0. 1096(0. 0367)** 0. 0099(0. 0356) 0. 0866(0. 0353)**
TT™ 0.1019C0. 0459)** 0.0997(0. 0390)**
Onjob 0. 1527(0. 0360)** 0. 0477(0. 0306)* 0. 0722(0. 0371)* 0. 02010. 0288)
Ezpo 0. 0199(0. 0382) —0.0042(0. 0407) —0.0195(0. 0337) 0. 0081(0. 0424)
Union 0. 0021(0. 0363) 0.0696(0.0302)%%  —0.0477€0.0317)* 0. 0296(0. 0309)
Foreign 0. 1286(0. 0458)** 0. 1363(0. 0435)** 0. 0527€0. 0406)* 0. 12870, 0412)**
Type 0. 3615(0. 1020)** 0. 0661(0. 0973) 0. 2788(0. 0865)* 0. 0345(0. 0913)
IND 1 0. 3710(0. 1424)%* 0. 5339(0. 0734)** 0. 1459(0. 1209)** 0. 5294(0. 0714)%*
IND 2 0.1075(0. 1357) 0.1325(0. 0417)** 0. 0029(0. 1147) 0.1520(0. 0392)**
IND 3 —0. 0344(0. 1954) 0. 0643(0. 1656)
IND 4 0. 2245(0. 1448)* 0.13720.0767)%%  —0.0139(0.1228) 0.1472(0. 0742)**
IND 5 0. 3174(0. 1373)** 0. 2527(0. 0585)** 0.1333(0. 1167) 0. 2049(0. 0565)%*
IND 6 0. 30410, 1561)%*% 0. 1207(0. 1020) 0.1271(0.1319) 0. 0993(0. 0971)
IND 7 0.1113(0.1779) —0.0131(0.1504)
IND 8 0.1979(0. 1337)% 0. 1485(0. 0554)** 0. 0475(0.1137) 0.1543(0. 0526)%*
R? 45.16 52. 58 60.88 57.59
S.E. 0. 427 0.279 0. 359 0.262
F 19.767 19.132 42,22 26. 97
N 676 439 676 439
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Hho = ol vebyh

=3 EEN BeMREY BREE HRSH
s 1978 SEES] [FH) REBREHR
&E19 BhE A 290, £ER B
& B 15F KRSl A BTl adkdk
B(ERERZE FEE)E 18.52, XTE 12.79
2A, d7AE 24 BeEe] 2k 4
2 EEE BexE BT A 2 A2
2 vebgrh. BT o] I%E87) MEEEHR
HEA L BREFEE 2251300 BF
o #£E Z2EEIT & 997 wEel St
Bame] Al vehd EXF EoErt
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wEEL s BEE 22260 F—
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S0 Ropvh M=(m:] % cell m. e EH A E

TE2E22)% 79 HeEE & F3lexn

¥ JE &7 BEEE rﬁAJEJ% vepdieh E8
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HH Bkl 29 FES 2%
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HES F e HEE Ao E vt HF
i %7 B—fg(homogeneous, structure-
less)!Volel A TS FEFol W& AW R
A#r3% (human capital investment) /K#E 0 2 ¢l
g EBEMEAY BEEEkke] Efel g7l
W ol ehe BuEe] mifEEeler Avk. e
Yo BHBBAPRERE Bl o] BEY &
Mol Wt=A] FES = ¢irh

A D 5 A Aol EE - KE
& AW BAY EREGBEENE Ve
= HHEEAS Hite] BLEE FPT T
e EEF Bl 7 & oA vk BEES] B
o (el A AR, EFER EHR

Eﬁn}h

+A %

B $)o] BT BeKiEREd A4 &
Je-g wlAte Aotk o] SERE B
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market theory)o| vt &8s £ /84 B (seg-
mented labor market)o] BT} &3 FREIE

sio] ohdsk BhE BLg Aohdrh
W SEse] S s

SED L]

17) By 2 RED $EHY Rt R4 %
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K, BEEEE 9 4700 A §iRs ook ¢
=

18) #1kpy %8s (primary labor market)s} [’ﬁjtﬁ’j
#5855 (secondary labor market)s}¢] zeRZhS-
2898 1o 24 & Doeringer & Piore(1971)7} ¢} 1;}
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AID, “Implementation of New Directions in
Development Assistance”, Committee on
International Relations, 94th Cong., Ist

sess., July 22, 1975.
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