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e L X ) PS8R R B FEAR D, ot A i 70 e 2 A BN TR A4 BRI, SR 4R T
AR BT AN I HLIE TR BT Rl i f R i &, fF 58k
FEAF ARG I A FR B BE, i = 3T DRI A REBE ) o A Sl i At
| S SR SCRR, X 07T PP ) ) PR EA T S, A IS v T REATAE 11 TR AL,
B BE I SN SEERTFE B T3 0k M T A5E , N R SRR BT e TS5

— WS E

(—) B3R

[F RN (peer effects ) PEAE [ HERON. o R[] A 8007 14 BIF 98 S T 4L 25
FRMATFZF A AL 2 H S (SR AR T B3l ) XA R A A7 5 i 45
Ko M B IE ATLAHE R B3 5 77 200 B CRIAT 3l , 3000 A r)4T 3l
O R, e ARG S B 20, /IR A SRR AT DU e 425 5.8
AR STV, * B Ry =2 — A R A LG IR R, —
TR NIPEER T 3T B S R A , 10 BT 1 PR 5 A ) BB AR
AR TR SRE PR O 125 88 5 55—, |l TV 2 IR 5 15 R b S AR o, TR A S B A At
JAEINBIAT A 5 56 =, AR Z 8] B9 A BATE P 422 52 ) B AH G 17 o A 3R 81
(BiE8ANTKFE,2007 ) o Manski (1993 ) 2A ki3 ot B Sl &40 40, 25 N A= P08 L A=
PRI BUIE B2 R0 ( contextual effects) DL e JEBRAL N ( correlated effects) o PN A
PERLON F (R R LRSS SR e MRS S, anAMA ) RS 52 2 E A B R 1) - 24 B
FRISENA o AP ON BB SR 48 I 2 A AR AR XA AR 25 R 0 52 ma, dnfm] £ 1)
FE U A O 2R ST R o SRR TR YA E— N, i T4
R BA R AL , T AR LA AT, AT S B R A AR o 40 il T (R —
I 5 A B AL R BE T 55, TR BB 2 AL B R, AT T J &5
FA AR . Moffite (2001 ) TA Ay A A P800 FH &A= P 2500 4 i B R 7 2 1
PN A PRV 7 e At 2 SRS B R T, RIVEEAE )22 1B i 7 A A BOR AL
SCIE G TAAZ T _F AR A0 T SIBE S0 U] 5 3 AL 23 e B R VR
TJoKo BTSRRI T LU O T BT P AP AL

(Z) BE PRI R

EHE T, NG ANZRPE D), 25774 N TR AR R B4R, B[R L
Lo BSRG[N B I OR B 22, BN N, 2 R FUOF B0 48

© ASTBE AR, H TR SR R V-2 SN, 72 5 AT
BT LA, — D SRR S I -34S ( Scheinkman 2008 )
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— A E . Winston Fl Zimmerman (2003 ) A WA ARIFT A Z BIHABA S A
EARE AR TR, ELIX L A0 5 AR EL AT A ) AR AL 1 F) ) e 2, AR
LHAFAER R4 o Zimmer 1 Toma (2003) BLRFLE T H0F Y RN, fib
IR 2 A IR N = A A B AR s 0 2 A A A FRE 5 940 W il 2 [ 2880 00
Hoxby (2000) ZGE0Hr 1 [F) RO 115 i A - (1) S AR HARHE BY, HARES o
(2) A R AR RE T W REFZ W [) £, AS DA 1k PR A S 250, 38 38 e 5 i
BEAPER IR ECINFEAMERL) o (3) AN 1) 22 AT, R R i
FfE. W—MTER R BAT A2 A RAHRI A, TRES R R B DR a2t .
(4) B M) G  GREMCASE 7 AR R TR FEA3ONE o 280 n] REAE S 22 1 Ik 1)
TEA 5 2 Bhi 922 B b FEMES A, R RIS B 5K al BRI Ao ) W
M AT REZA A R SR (I BN = 1y =% ) B, i 4 B 5 mT LAl aod A8 BE R 9 I
e, X HAL A AR I o (S ) BOMAI=E A BEE X 2 A 1 S 15t RE 7™ 2 [l £
ROV A, ISR — S BN N R R, IS A A 35 T A Y BE SR
G, T 30l 52 e R R TR AR

®1 EHEHEH AT REEE
e [EUEAL BiH

YN =2 HOA ) S A0 i 4 10
PR & — AR A A A
AR AY & — AT (2 25 T A 2 RS AT B AR
IR X EE 7 B (TR Pl 7= H s SR TR 1 5
K dh/ o 5 M- S FE S A A AR P~ A s , At e BT S by
RE = AN I RE DT AT, BESR A [) B 2 e v
AT = BRI S BT X B~ AR A a4k i)
. 224 B B RE 7 R 1R 8 7 [R) BIE [ 27 el JEL P RRURR 522 i) 22 539 LR
T BRLAE L i

IR FR
PRI VA ; Sacerdote (2011) ,,

Sacerdote (2011 ) t A [F] FEASONL IOV T AR 22 Rl ZHE Y, At 7 Hoxby 11
Weingarth (2005) L & Lazear(2001) W} 58 (9 5 Al I, tE— 20 B 45 1 [R) HF 8500 vl
RERYILRPETEAS, AR 1o “RESEIRT M AN AN A B0 - WE 5 b 4%
Zo CRESPERYT AT LU R BE 2L, B B 2 B U O, R A A 1Y
S & Yilk: VINIbEs E oy & S TP DN/ MV S R By 2 = S L (Vi P 3
AUPEX HE BRIy HA B g JU St 14 2 A K o B~ AR AR BE R A0 HE 44 38 5
Ja AT A0 KR/ 20 BB DA AR A AR 19 27 A 2R 3]
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—EIATH, BONEENS B 5 P HE 0 e BUP AR AT A ™
RS, SR BN S To il 2 2B 1 RE 3 T, [+ 5 Ay [] AT AR AR 14532 W)
(), R RN IE A AR S o TR BRSSO AL R 2 A I e ) i, 32 3 e e
JIFEIFERIRE O, TEMREAL b, s T — I 582 #9365 R AR RY
o YR N Rl RE R ST 55 TLF B A A S0 ER 1 R 2R XA A B0l Fr) 532 w1
B Rl RERGN (Sacerdote ,2011)

() P20 7 A BRI B R TE — N, 2807 el A ) R O A 45 1 e BIESR
R ERRF o R B N A RSSO0 8 IS T EEAE 5 SE 20 (Sacerdote, 2001
Winston and Zimmerman 2003, BER 452514 B2 B P 0 HE 0 0B 2
TE4) 58 F AR 28 20 B ( Hoxby, 2000 ; Hanushek et al. , 2003 ; Ding and Lehrer,
2007 ) , Hrpr T HEG A 19 [ RO B BIFFE R 22

TEEZE O A WESE B A SR B LAl b, AT UK [ AE RO T SCHLE SR 1
& IR AR ECE RN IR T 5 AT O B R AR 7 BT O B X

e RIS 2 M 2R

TR AR R A S o A AR

(—) BB ERE

ST () P ARRE Y SEUEAIE 5T R I 8 22 ) 2 [m) B AR AR, TA Ay [ A4 i) 1
AN, — T AR Manski (1993 ) 4 2 1)+ 23 B 3l 5800 45 R 5% AL 15 21 455 2
(1).(2) \(3) o y AR/ AN2A A ST 5 x AR FTIIN > ANRHE, x e
R K ARERA KRR A AL ; 2 AR AR DG A BEAACRFAE , A BT
JE2ER B FITESE 2 e R ARERA T Rl I A FEACRAAE ; EARFRA K A~ A
FRAEAN ] A ARRE RS ) 0 B u e B y OGN AR 5, inAS A g
I R o A N7y 24 NFRAE x, 28008 /7347 1 E(y |
z) , [ 2R B AP 4R E(x L z) LUK u B2

y=a+BE(y | z) +E(xlz)’y+x'm+u,E(ulz,x) =2'8 (1)

BHRE(D) S (2) o QiR B0, FoRFETE N A PERON , RIS BT
JRIYEA 2 FAERIRFAR A T 2 25 R MR 45251 . AR vy 0, RIRAFTESD
AR, BN Pl & B9 B 2 RRAE R RFIR AT B RRAE x 2 MR 25 58 .
R 80, FRIRAFAE RN, , BV T 52 A8 LWL i) > A5 A1 SR 4 BF 5 1) 52
me, MR A AU R, XX =Ry, A S A SLEOR & L,
SV T, AL RERS 52 T H: B B ST, 1 RE A% 3 3 27 A 1] i PN AR PR
31, FERZ A B HAB A S kb > ()27 A2 (0 18055, ) BRAL 23 ofe B0 o i A A
RONE (I SR ) A SISO A AE X T S At AL o PRLRG , 28 B 2 R AR AR 1
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BN AR B 8l A2 W OB O 52 Y 5.8l
E(y|z,x)= a+BE(y|z)+E(x|z)"y+x’~q+z’8 (2)
TEJTAR(2) RYFER b, MR A AR ROW SRS, B FE(3) o Y, R
FERRIIRER, Y _ AR B TR 7 24 R 458, X, ik S M 2 £ 95 1) — BB T A
X RS PR R AR b, By Ay, DA S A A PRI A AP A
PERLN o
Yi:a+31*f+yl*f+yz*xi+ai (3)
T3, BB &V RN EE £ R 5 AR ISR I, &
BT RPN A AEAE o A Hanushek (1979 ) it Y20 H 427 s 80P, B85 T
PRAGEE I, W (4) o A BB ¢ /R, — A F R S, B 2
FRRFNEHE] ¢ R EE SOEM , — BRI B Z BB R, KIEL TR, K
SCAREASE . PV A AR R] ¢ (0 [R5, 32 AL )RR i K A
KU LA R, SV & BRIFIE) AR G A A 4 3% B
PHRLEE T H8MANTERE ) o TESSUE IR, 2R I SR R A
A, =f(B",P{",SV 1) (4)
(Z) REHERE
[i] o P A R ) 0 A T B, (ELE VA 2% SRR R R & B 1 S FRE ) 27 2E
2[Rl RN 5 AT RE AN R A o 8 S S AR A g T ) [ . — T, M
SHEAIA AT X VIR B X0 TR BT, oA A an ] ik
PRI, EaR SN AR I, A DT 2% 2 1) 23 TIE AN 25 W 2 A AT el o
WA T, — R MR R SR E A — S T
R R X PRI AR B , & — MBI G . 5 5h—TJ7 i, VF 2 ISR 5T
UE T[RR8T 5 SOF AR (R BT k1Y, 36 i i o 2 A AT LA ) 5 343 i
2 B[R] BEGOR B2 = B E R BRI
Duncan 25 (2005 ) 7EAFF [R] BR800 X 2% A= NG 1) 52 e B, 2% 1 17 [ AL
IR R S Bt o MK BT A AT BRI 22 2E 1 R BVAIL S A Y S B i AT 28 B, 15
FIEARL(S) o Y, B i TR R LA H PN BB, D, A D ek | O
FAE i N T PSS 114 HE DL 4 o Hoxby 1 Weingarth (2005 ) 5k F 1 AR{BLAY J5
21, W9 =BG A RSO o AR 27 A ik 2K B e, W 22 A2 4 A
JE I AN S R B0 i 17 Wy N S VA | B S 5 e o VA o 0 T 5 e G A S
AT 100 DIEEI, BT A BLAL T3 B0 IV 3 14 27 2 1) S 32 Ak T 73 13 5K
15% {127 A= W G ) S , Ak T i i 23 (8 R 2 A ) JR G 32 [RI R A T oo Y o
AR TSGR S, A v ] 057 1 2 A 1) & 52 39 (] 1 50 14 52 Wi U)K R 458
/INo Ding FiI Lehrer(2007 ) A1 JH v VL 75 09 s , SR 40 2 8 ml A o3 4, kLS
TRRE T HY“# E AR LE , e BE ) A8 2 A2 N s Jilt HL 5 2280 N R AR R BE 22
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Y =a+\ *(D;=0xD_,=0) +\,* (D, =1%D_ =1) +
A\, % (D, =0%D_ =1) +¢g, (5)
XS B R OB A BITIE , 3T 1 A BE R B AR R A g G A X2 2 ik
AT RO IC, #RICIE I N2 S Bl , 2 ek 2 R RO o RIS T
e PS50 A5 B TS, e B e AR B R B “AA, ANRIBE SR, B
R B ACSE AL AR, R DR T A MR BOR AR K IR

= DRGSR IK E P R A W

(—) Gt XBEHRREFRIE

FOA B[R P3O fre PR AR B AR B B B S R R Y, i TR ST I
T Bl BRI SR R, R BEAEE T SRR BT , ke = 35 T DR 114 A R RE
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PR 1 FEFEHI AL AT BB PIAS AT REA 45 RS Z M 22 53, SR T IE 4 AN
PHUCEE ARl — 2R, A 1 AR Hn] RerE— 2 ol ge ). ik, A
FPFE BN AR, RIS T B2 S 20 Z 18] i P4 22 5 (EX MR
RT3 e T P AN 6 20T FLA R 3R — B0 (BR s A AL, 2010) o
TE BRI AATT— M 2o 42 il — R 50 A Bl P 2 HA AT Lk (R,
A AR TCIE O , B 2 AR AR B 72 S B 4L = T A A AT Lo,
RN A PRI L, BRI ST, AR A DRk A TR 7 A2 3 e 7 54 F [l 09 20 A7 745
251 Link A1 Mulligan (1991) F i 1976 — 1977 43¢ %] 42 [ 113 [l 4 BE ALl
(9 10 J3 23 /N A B0 R P B d5e /s ek (OLS) S 1 BEL R AR AN B,
A= BB DR R R 2R B R 132 J ot (R 2 ], BIF 9 4 BB o 1 ) £ B i 2
TN SA LA A BB R M AN A AR TR SRR 1 R 2 A B 8117 R 1) TR AR i
Caldas FI Bankston (1997 ) [Fl#: % F OLS Jr ik BEoE 1 32 1 i 5y W 2 AR M v v 1A
AR TIPSR, 5 K B IR P B R BE AL 22 22 57 15 5t 0 8 MU B T = A T, I ARl
W ASUASL IS FRAER T2 A S N AL 2 2 55 S50 MG 72

T L ] P RO AR BIF S0 2 1 A E A B ML 20 P 1) 2 R B o 4 3
il TR R ISR R DR A A PRI [ PRI S A P A P R R BRI T
TR i 1 RV S A i DR R AR TR
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PP R — PR R 1) T A2 F D R, 23 R FEAS e B I R A0 A S PR 1k
TR PIF o UAEAS B BERRARBERLAY , SUA 5 P AR AR AN e R bk o F 1R
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AR P TSR BB N o BRI 1 32 287 AR T G E X 22 A 1
P LA AR 24 . Hoxby (2000) AN KA AR Y F 5 R AT
O AR JEAE R T I 2 80T i DL A% T I RE S5 207 N R
By Ve il e MR ARG RE T 10274, SCRERE 23y~ AR e PR XA R0 2
A RIRI H AR AN, A A n] BE 22 il 1 — 2 1 IR AR R R 22 R Y 23 BIE,
M—MEREAZTHFNER, TRESEINEIE B C T BIH5E ) 4L
SRAPELL, XTI — DN HE RN Z T B E I F B PEgA, 75,
AR HOMAR S — LE R~ A TR, (AN m] XL 1428 X = A A 770 BE 2
PR R R A B EL IR 2 M RT BE R T R R M g 2 ) SR ST 2
f 2 AR o3 B [l — D BE, BT AT B TRl 27 A 000 B — D He 250 W 3
URAGBE b o T REPR AT AE , AR MR Wy — TR BEGRIN ~2 2E G, 2
[l PEAVERT, i S h Tt T 4, A B B AN 1 BEE

2. ST M R R AR )R

WRSE A A R A 728 8 R R A 2 [ AT X)L RO A8 i B Al i iR
B PR IR A A R R o AERT ISR 2 LSRN i R, RIS
RAEAE AR ER BN AR )8 (Manski , 1993) o 1] LB DAy fif A8 F2 0190 A A2
LA B — D N R 35 T AR T — R Rz Bl e XE L WX o i L
EEN AR T 10183l S8 R ™ 1 BB T I i 3l (il
BEAIGKFE,2007) o QUAIEYL , 75— HFAR N, 2242 Z R AR R, ARME X 23 H
N3 5 — AR, H AN A5t [R) £ S8R 1) B2 - 32 B S b b .52 i i
T BN A B B R L, BIEZF 2 B A [ = AR AR R B 3 5, — & A
Bk, R RN E(y | x,2) FE(y | ) fEAERISENE, XS B
(y [ ) BZREL B BRI A I . A% (2015 ) BLZE T AR 7 P fig 1 i)
(977 1% « T RAR TR A e (AR S IME R Tk . R AR T4
[P 7 70 (BN B A T A

(Z) A RHEETHT R

H1 T AR P TR, BT 5099 [ U5 A AN RESRAT ) A8 S ey v A it 248
FHE R PRSNGSR AT RO BE ST o DR R W F 5
SEAER G RTHE LT ARSI SRR 1 A R R (1 — B 5 T 90 0 L A 1) 5 T
FEOT I R T AT RENLSEER AN A AR LR BT A1, b b 3% i i — 2o E Y SE it
T BN E RO AR | T HAR R A A5 00 W7 [ U5 SRk 3 RRAE IR H i 14
HT LRI

L B TFREPLE R BT I

WERIL S 56 2 AT DR R AR T T 5 ) e R 5 0%, BEAILSE 36 LASR i A T 3%, O
SLHRIEAEBAUBEHL LI 25 P o BEHLSE 50 ) B A S AR 2 R sl B ML 3t FE 5
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SR A ZH TR S BC I R B LAY, PRAIE T 592 50 41 R 458 i 2H 22 8] Bk
TR IR T IOX — 322 S Ah , HAAT T A AE AR S AR BLRY . PRI, SE56 T
WS, g AN R A TE 2l St By 225,k HoRk B T 325 152 .

Ludwig %% (2001 ) #1 Sanbonmatsu %5 (2006 ) i B 1994 4 25 [ 75 75 /R 11
JEE 2 NRF AL S ] 2 St ) A B 3 3R (Moving To Opportu-
nity, & % MTO $1-%1]) A9 Bds , OF 58 1 [FAEROM . MTO T3 245 2% IR 255 e Y
Hi DX S R 3k B AL 25 19 07 20 S SR 2 | P A A I 2H . S IR 2 RN b AR
Y BARAG Al IEAMA R P i b RO AE D 25 , S 2 s B3 s 2 L g
FH T W AR R 2 0 I AR A s, LA 4l i e R AT AR B2 (TR i o 45 4L 1Y
Ja REARIEAE B 2 o T ANTHEAREA i AR AR D 24 KR 5
REAE S b 5 Al oA A M 1) 8, S F e 25 R B A BRI T o Ludwig 45 (2001) >R
PR B/ N 3R, R AR R I, Rl AR08 32 5 7 A A R BE 4% 192 2T I
45, fH Sanbonmatsu %5 (2006 ) DAE A% 150 DU 2] -G 4 1 F B AR, H1 & BRI
PEXHRIS AR BE % 1 1977 2 BB W& 2, 2 PR 22 T 5 v LA
FE NGB R ARG, AN REA RO T AR DA 24 3 7™ i, 0 0 8 T i 1Y 2
KHE .

BT BEALIEI0 A BT 5 AR A% AR I b A e 36 9 1 A 10 55 1) L, A B T T A ke
A BITEAE 2R 2R R RARMESC I BB B AL, EbanZ: 5 MTO 3-30] iy &8 4 4k
T WL LU T KK, LR 2 5EEBAMBLT HAD, FHIRA
B A TERE A PR DR (P, PR, AR WF 58 & THAG A T B AR & AR i R
R GREIRAAT (R, B0 B AL S50 1) 254, AT T F AR SEBR ISR o

2. BT ARSI AT ST

ARSI FIRE LS 50— , AR R B BENL o BC Y, AN R A2 B AR 5250 2
SR AR DR R B A R ), (5 A5 A A0 1 Bl BE AL 43 T 3 5 6 20 AR o
Ho FEHFEF BT, AT AL R, BORAE oy« ih S E” G 5
aE ARSI LS I (BN SCRIEL B £0,2015) o 6 B SR SE 50 A F 90 58 o
R At T 125 /2 XU 22 435 (DID ) (5K1,2013)

Hoxby (2000 ) & 78 5 5% iy JH 2 A () AWO0L S22 T80 108 T A 5, FDHTN 10 e A
PIBEHLIR R , 0BT T 22 A N Y [R) AR RN o 32 28R IO i SR s e Ak 11 [) 1 1 52
M , 33X TP o SR I Y JELAELE: RV R S AR A e 2 Y SR I A R B AT i
MR 72 B ST A T 20 B (B AE— 2R N — RN 22 AR 1 ) B AT SR A
— SO ME AR ] PR R 8 e o SR — 2 J i U A AR AR I S AR A
PR 3 R A FOR RN AN 32 FEAC R A T R e R 8 S SR — 2 HU3 4
2 NSRRI 25 S5 AR B, I sk e 4 R o 2 TR A A G o X A SR W A
TE—ETER AR, B — 225 N — DA GON R P53 R LA S it 14 e ik 22
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StATREAAERT RIS o O 1 Ao iX 4~ [, Hoxby (2000 ) A AT AR HI P F 7
U, — RO R A AT o L 915 I 1) A2 (o] )5 e 5 22 A O T RIS Ab
B (A RS 5 5 — 7 5 Rl o BERLE HEAS AN I 1 A AR A 5 A RIS
A —REREOR T 43 S HEAT 1109, P B S 500 A e e s TR A i R R/, DA
BEHB R A A7 AR TR 3 . PIRR SR AL T A AE SRARRL, SR — AT A [R) X 2
ARG )T R EEAE 0. 15 21 0. 40 Z [, 5w — Al 1Ay 1015 R EUETE 0. 10
#0.55 ZIAl, BIRBATUESE ZE W [ B x 2 A il G 1 s i 2 AR e vy, (HI
el P50 B O SRR RIE DS I A T 7o EA1, Hoxby (2000) 34 %2 BRI
PRIREGTTHAN I 7= A [ A RO O ME— a8 A

Sacerdote (2001 ) 1| F 3¢ [ ik 5 5 W2 e A= i 8 BEBL O L iX A4~ B AR S5
WS T RN B RO o 2R Tl de /s 3Rk, 70 M 1 38 A AT SAT
JRST AR GPA X2 AR GPA B2, R probit BERI M T3 A 2N
AP CIn St s 23) X2 L S B R B 3 b sl 0 2 A AT el e 4
WIS o WFFE R IREE AR GPA DL In A& R AL AT AT B 3 5 ),
HXS B FEBEAT R . Zimmerman (2003 ) [R] 4 1) FH K =258 A BEAL > BEAY A
SRS, BT R E BRI =2 e A AR HAR S 1 IR AR o B9 A BRI PR 2500
XA SAT 1 5 G R2I ZER T4 SAT Bror il St 5 m, SAT J{ &tk T
Hh T B B 2 AR ISR — A SAT i 5 0 Sl T 15% WA 8 — A1
B HIMBUA ] UL 5] PS5O0 B S A7 7E o

BT R ABETT, A B R s BOR AR T REAL S5, AR X
FFZ Y R AZ TR SN PR AR AL R B R A I i T R Y H Y 3 RE b S Fi
HLSE IS TRE RE A A o 25 )L, PRI 52 3 SEUERT 8 8 T T B k. (HAE B
HRARAME TR B G IE AT B AR SEIR I A5 1F, O T IR B R HEIRTY H 1, B
T3 5 25 B T S5

3. T HES R IR

H1 T REALSE 30 R A SR S ME LARAT , 208 U A ) SIS UERIE 5 22 3 T WL £k
Y& (observational data) , Joik PRIE B 7 Pe 31 552 56 25 M2 o 2 1) aod At B AL
(1, R A A A BA W k. R, BF5EE 0 A — 2 gt
T P A PN 3R, 68 52 0 A 2 B A R] B 45 3 DR SC AR i HE
Wro & WRIGETTIT A [ E ROW AR | T HAR & e 450 B 5 1A 55 A
M A5k AR az I [R5 o

(1) [ e O AR 1Y

TERTFEH , AT RE 2 A7 A5 LE AN Bl 1) A48 A ) AR LI F) A i, AT TR P AR
AR AR, N T IR %S, 5 XA T Pl o I E RO A T gk
JE AT RS R A i 42 AU 25 45 AR, o TR S AN B 1) A Al P oA
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AR B RE 2 2202, DT T 4 1 2648 40 (1 B ], AR A5 O ERA A A T, {HL T
TSSO ABE TR T 7 O I P ] 28 P 8 A LN ) A2, L TG T A A B P 1] 2%
TR AR AR . — R FH ]2 R WA Y A IS 22 5 TR B R O sl 2R 26
Bl PRI 2RO RIS R B 221555 . Hanushek 25 (2003 ) 2T
UTD ZEFER= TN 27 BT H AR , LA~A R BN 2 F ]V BE2F 6 2 A
1 FRAT G AP 22 LU ST T A TR P32 B e T B 1) -1 324 i o
ZE A TR HEAS B, WIS R] A0 2 A B R RS AN LS R IR AR o O T i ke
15 72 R S7 A g R [ AL, T2 A A R R A 0 11 52 A0, e BRI A 114
FERBT A B SR 3 B IE R [ AP 2 SRR I 0. 1 M ARiEZE
FLERRSUR 248 5 0. 02 AARUEZE o BEAN, 8 i K i FH A9 [R] 22 5 2 2R A
B 4 AR T S, WE S [R) P XA TR LSt A 2 A BRI /N R —
K BUAL T AR LA 5 A R 8 2 A A 52 [R) P i R R B L B 35 22
5o McEwan (2003 ) 38 ] 1997 4\ AR A Gt it i 4 5l , A7t 7 BESk
SRRV B 52 B R S O T AR 4 52 0 R R 5 3 F-
PIGRBENCN B LA T7 I IR AR 2 2 10 9] 25 () 2 0 2 2R B 19 3
Wi o Sy 1 gk R PN AR P TR (DA R P 1 2 [ S S8 T - T ke BRLBIE 4% []
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The Review of the Research on Peer Effect in Education .
Concept, Model and Method

DU Yu-hong, YUAN Yu-zhi

(Faculty of Education, Beijing Normal University )

Abstract: The concept of peer effect in education is that the behavior or outcome of one
student is affected by the characteristic, behavior or outcome of peers in dormitory, class, grade,
or school. The initial research model is the homogeneous model that treats peer effect as zero-sum
phenomena, namely no matter how individuals choose peers, total benefit is the same. However,
the heterogeneity mode implies that the total benefit can improve by the reasonable distribution of
peers, because the peer effect for different students is different. The research method also
changed, the statistical correlation, such as OLS, is replaced by the causal inference, such as
random experiment, natural experiment and quasi-experiment. The research of peer effect is not
only beneficial to correctly recognize and evaluate relevant education policy, but also beneficial to
correctly guide and optimally organize the school teaching.

Key words: peer effect; research methods; causal inference
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