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2007 2010
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1.
MLE LMP
CGSS2008 2010 CLDS2012 3
3
3 14 status_14
2 %
ISEI
14 ISEIL
1 2 3 4 5
1 33.11 | 16.27 | 21.92 | 17.84 | 10.86 | 100%
2 30.11 | 15.26 | 20.95 | 17.79 | 15.89 | 100%
3 18.60 | 23.68 | 20.10 | 21.39 | 16.24 | 100%
4 26.29 | 16.00 | 23.43 | 22.29 | 12.00 | 100%
5 15.55 | 11.31 | 20.93 | 27.08 | 25.13 | 100%
23.76 | 1597 | 21.13 | 21.73 | 17.41 | 100%
Pearson x> 16 =449.05 Pr=0.000 likelihood ra-
tio x> 16 =444.58 Pr=0.000 Cramer’s V=0.1272 gamma =0.2366 ASE=
0.012  Kendall’s taub =0.1824 ASE=0.01
3
1 2 3 4 5
2008 2010 2012 [2010 & 2012
14 0.346%#* | 0.339%** | 0.316%** | (.342%** [ ().388%**:*
(26.601) | (33.791) | (23.034) | (34.416) | (31.429)
[0.32,0.37]([0.32,0.36]([0.29,0.34]| [0.32.0.36] |[0.36,0.41]
X —0.052%3#:*
2010 (-3.324)
X -0.024 —0.074%3*
2012 (-1.460) | (-4.069)
2010 ~0.308
(-4.946)
0.122%%  |-0.188%***
2012 2.069) | (-2.617)
-0.027#* | -0.010* | =0.024** -0.002 -0.007*
(-2.378) | (-1.765) | (-2.000) | (-0.339) | (-1.712)
0.000%## | 0.000%#* | 0.000%* 0.000%* 0.000%3*
(2.672) | (2.876) | (3.153) (2.068) (3.308)
=0.190%#* 0.019 -0.101#** 0.000 -0.019
(3781 | ©.611) | (-2.198) | (©.011) | (-0.832)
0.297%%% | 0.038%** | 0.163%** | (0.047*** [ (0.062%**
(12.493) | (6.296) | (6.633) (8.009) | (10.873)
1.330%:#k | 2 73Q%skk | [ 723%s%% | D AOG*** | 2733k
4.013) | (16.675) | (5.598) | (17.887) | (21.524)
sieme 1.702%%% | 1.594#%% | ] 675%%* 1627 1.6497%**
stgma (97.470) | (130.156) | (104.309) | (166.951) | (193.678)
4754 10541 6054 16595 21349
11 -9272.82 |-19873.97|-11713.49| -31620.02 [-40971.72
Wald x’ 1278.56 1358.7 674.92 1937.13 3635.59
1% 5% 10%
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4 status_14
3 1%
1 ~3 14
status_14 2008 0.327 2010
4
1 2 3 4 5
2008 2010 2012 2010 & 2012
14 | 0.327#%% 10.333%%%*| 0.316%#* | 0.355%%* | (.355%%*
(21.640) | (20.341) | (19.372) (20.496) (24.499)
x -0.032%
2010 (-1.678)
X -0.042%* —0.048%*
2012 (-1.922) | (-2.395)
—(.438s#s#
2010 0.438
(-5.200)
0.138%* —0.304 %%
2012
(1.701) | (-3.496)
-0.032 0.013 | -0.048%* -0.015 —0.020%*
(-1.572) | (0.826) | (-2.456) | (-1.249) | (-2.285)
0.001%*#% | —0.000 | 0.001%3:* 0.000 0.0007%:*
3.077) | (-0.749)| (3.119) | (1.299) | (3.067)
—0.231%#%%|=0.097%* | -0.209%** | —(0,127%*%* |-().]133%**
(-3.924) | (-2.006) | (-2.959) | (-3.366) | (-4.426)
0.239%#3k [(),004%%# | (0,317%%% | (. 151%%% [ (,150%%**
2.670) | 5.129) | (3.230) | (64920 | (7.127)
1.369 -0.277 | =2.104% | —1.35]%** -0.477
(1.595) | (-0.595)| (-1.770) | (-2.636) | (~1.180)
0.372%%% [(.512%%%| (0.424%%* | (0.466%** | (.449%**
(5.671) | 9.160) | (7.197) | (11.596) | (13.609)
0.504%#% 10.265%**| (0.122 0.132%* 0.275%:
4.945) | 3.475 | 0.807) | (1.768) | (4.924)
-0.028 —0.073 [-0.451%%%| —(.242%*% (), ]57%**
(-0.283) | (-1.301) | (-3.433) | (-4.348) | (-3.595)
0.472%=* | —-0.020 -0.333 -0.271%* -0.002
(3.526) | (-0.140) | (-1.089) | (-1.816) | (-0.020)
0.176  |0.586%*:*| (0.795%:#* | (.807*** | 0.602%**
0.813) | 3565 | (3.039) | (5444 | (5.174)
0.220%** | (0.089%* 0.068 0.052 0.145%%%
(3.156) | (1.665) | (1.148) | (1262) | (4.493)
0.937:#% [ 1.510%%% | 1,520%%* | 2,004%:#* | 2 128%*#:*
2.000) | 3.727) | (3.648) | (6.540) | (9.679)
3584 4284 5135 9419 13003
Wald x° 1029.423 | 919.091 | 623.397 1462.730 | 3029.811
7 dokk ok ok 1% 5% 10%
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market 2006
2008
2010 1%
3 1% 5%
ISEI
1 2 3 4 5
2006 2008 2010 2008 & 2010
0.257+ % | 0.057** | 0.017 0.057##% | 0.223%#
(2722) | (2.322) | (0.810) (2.584) (3.987)
2008 (-2.828)
~0.046%  |-0.204%
2010 (-1.872) | (-3.788)
0.480%
2008 (2.358)
0.102 0.579%
2010 (1.139) (2.998)
0.068 | 0.081%#% | 0.087+%% | 0.092%#* | 0,087
(1.534) | (3.387) | (5.066) (6.351) (6.268)
0.002 0.075 0.021 0.024 0.028
(0.033) | (1.533) | (0.608) (0.812) (1.002)
-0.016 | 0.008 |0.015%% [ 0.013%%% | 0.011%*
(-0.792) | (0.879) | (2.789) (2.663) (2.401)
0.033 | -0.079%% | 0.122%%% | .08 | 0,082
(0.630) | (-2.475) | (6.770) (5.523) (5.610)
0.023 -0.026 | 0.003 0.005 0.008
0.851) | (-1.011) | (0.243) (0.402) (0.820)
-0.014%* 0006 | -0.002 0.001 -0.002
(-2.590) | (1.110) | (-0.521) | (0.220) | (=0.765)
0.000%#* | -0.000 | 0.000 0.000 0.0007%3
(3.078) | (-0.301) | (1.620) (1.440) (2.791)
—0.0967%%5 [-0.070% | -0.065%#* | —0.069%#* |-0.074%%%
(-3.975) | (-3.879) | (-5.495) | (-6.789) | (-8.038)
0.013 0.027 0.027 0.020 0.024
0.410) | (0.926) | (1.517) (1.270) (1.637)
0.032 0.037 0.021 0.042 0.034
0.520) | (0.772) | (0.578) (1.392) (1.261)
0.013* 0.002  |-0.010%#%| —0.007%#* | -0.005%*
(1.826) | (0.384) | (-3.813) | (-3.084) | (-2.450)
2,529k | 2,508k | 2 790k | 2653%kk | 2209k
(7.511) | (17.192) | (28.409) | (25.635) | (10.920)
N 645 1737 3541 5278 5923
Wald x* 212.019 | 650.761 | 1823.734 | 2334.987 | 2509.793
R 0.293 0.284 0.366 0.317 0.323
R>.a 0.280 0.279 0.364 0.315 0.321
7R 1% 5% 10%
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