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Tab.1 Setting and description of variables
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Tab.2 Regression results of sample selection model and instrumental variable sample selection model
A 1 TR 1 AEA L $E A 2 BERD 2 FEAESE
AR TR THRA S
OLS BB EHB OL3 BB BB
gender 0.452*** 0.562°""  0.564""" 0.826"" 0.458"*" 0.576"*" 0.578"*" 0.789"""
(27.700) (6.877) (18.735) (20.503) (28.023) (6.967) (20.217) (18.308)
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_cons 5.580""" 1.001°"" 5.072°" 3.462°"" 6.062"" 1.297°" 5.657""" 4.470""
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Fig.1 Monthly income Y distribution histogram kernel density function and normal density function

3

Tab. 3 Regression of differences in educational return rate

A QROS QR25 QRS0 QR75 QR95
edu 0.162"** 0.138""* 0.112°"" 0.090 0" *" 0.076 1°"*
(0.0118) (0.004 36) (0.004 45) (0.004 55) (0.008 91)
edugender -0.059 1" " -0.0533""* -0.044 17" -0.03 05" -0.015 1
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edu 0.155° " 0.122°"" 0.0870°"" 0.068 4 0.047 17"
(0.008 38) (0.004 04) (0.004 35) (0.004 24) (0. 008 06)
seaedu 0.007 16 0. 00 893 0. 009 82 0.023 3""* 0.0512° "
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Gender and Regional Differences of
Educational Return Rate in China

LI Junzhang PU Wenrou

( School of Economics and Management Southwest University Chongqging 400700 China)

Abstract: In this paper the educational return rate of national residents was measured by using the unique
equation and the gender and regional differences in educational return rate were compared by using the method of
quantile regression. The results show that after correcting the sample selection bias and the endogenous nature of
education variables education has a certain effect on the national residents’ income. According to the quantile
regression most of the female students have higher return rate the coastal education return rate is higher than the
inland education return rate and there are significant differences in the educational return rate between sexes and
regions. We should attach importance to female education give women a certain policy preference and narrow the
gap between male and female education benefits; at the same time we should increase policy support for inland
resources and infrastructure transportation construction to promote a coordinated and balanced development of land
and sea.

Key words: educational return rate; instrumental variables; sample selection; quantile regression



