Bl 4 HEZFITR Vol. 1, No. 4
2016 4£ 11 H China Economics of Education Review November 2016

B AR W A R
— IS G bF 5

N

[ ] ALBEZFFRRRAT P ERSE IRAAAT, " 2RAEHTF
& & BIRAT A Ao e FIREE R ol o BT LRI, A — R F IR S Ao Fe TR
T AMRGETELNATFIANERARGRAERS, FLEETHATHER
i RF e RELRERLEI—ZREB, RBORM K, hf KA BT 09
FRER, T—MAEREB AL MARFTHRNMAN I FTHHEIRF R F A
PR RAMER T RIRER TG LT, AR @0 B FAE.
[R@iE] v EFEHE FTIGFREE; ERAM; FREFF

— 515

“FALHEFE AN (school choice problem ) — E{JE 4% ¥ )" iz SR R B Z —
ARy 53 P28 372 R S A, AN R B2 R R R il A A S~ A4
W AE PR TR AR, R R FHE AT LS 258, UL — P EENT
A NIDEAY P Iiki ep O U /3 SE AR KR b e T 3 W, N I Fr
7 O ST RS B AR T A X — O SRR AR 1 2 A AR R T e )
B TSR Al 2 B B SRS AT O Wb T R BT 1S O ( Chen and
Kesten, forthcoming) . LA BTTEFMT, A o 3 k™ K7 147 28 S 19 SR B
Jr A, (HE R mRE Rl 25 m = il (SO M Bl 598, 2012) .
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R VRS — R PR THEZE (static one-shot game) U, 3 LR EIX N E %1 . 2
5 NBRZ W E R, A K BA R R A RIS AR e 3] B
C R o (HAT AT ML I 2 T 2= AR R 2 A R, BP
oA S0 = ALY TRT B SR IR IE T, TS R A AR 25— 30 43 ACAS 2R 4 e 4 s B
( Chen and Sonmez,2006;Klijn et al. ,2013) , S5t[EE}, ZEF LAY s BUSFE
RN GRS B 28 AR AR R SR 28 0, B A5 5C & 23 i AT B4 5
JE, T K S {5 AR 2 R AT A8 B R SR A — & R PR, AT B PRAT Y
FRERT , A IR BE 27~ BSERGE T B F UG, 5 e A /e — P e
AT B EUL A 5 B A 2, S B A 5 A S o oy ] 7 5 D ) i [

A S g 28 2 S g R A — R, TR AR R ST S, AR
A AR SR I R P B A B R I . S A R AT AR T Y
SO, MHZ BT AT 22 B R B S vh )12 3R 10 48 3R 42 S BUpL
T P LT e ) T2 55 4 10 2R X 2
Az S BRI AT O LA S AR 8 SRS SR 7 A AT A5 W o 5000 S SR BBOR I 1) 70
PrAf LL , 8075250 BAT nl Pt A nl S ) 1 S5 000 50, RS AT R0 42 1) LA A G
R T, e B Z A ARG R . J7— 7T, BRI IC # i 22
AR R SEBGEIEE B . RATAREHIE F 4225 1 FUSR R, B T A 3
CERIT N TR SEIEARAT R RE R . 8T S IR 42 AR BT 1 BUR 19 R
77 I, T ATE AR BAS B 15 00 T ARAS BOR AL 1 5% — T8 . B AT B
FIE, TATIN N 250 10 77 2CRE A8 B4 [ 20X — [l R, R 58 A 3, A AT o) ik
T AHCWARLE TAFR @i, IF Hax — @il et A 20H: B AAT4H6 3 et
ARSI HR WG, T4 o SR IS R AR . P A R R Y B e
SRR A BOR , WA A P AR AR AR SRR O T8 1 f 4, AT A 2
BEUR N2 A R i

TSR [

W] 73 B A 2 U AR R 0 A g iy FS Rl 8l 2 — . —J7 1, Ab-
dulkadiroglu and Sonmez( 2003 ) % B AL 10 5 HUH B R 274 FR K 77 2R B
SR RIEAT Ry, O FLoR IS RANHAG AP o TRE IR #2322 ( Deferred
Acceptance Mechanism ) 2[5 5% 1% 1) ( strategy-proof ) F143- 502 1) ( elimination of

O TEZFWEIET , 2 5 EAE RS B L S0 A =2 A 9 5 B, oy v e
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justified envy) , 38 5 F B FE ( Top Trading Cycle Mechanism ) 42 5 56 1% (19
A RFCA R . I, 78 2012 4550 DUURZ 5627 %45 & Alvin Roth (0T,
WA AL LT BB 14350 TF 2003 451 2005 4ERE/8 ST H 2 B SR IR ik
HOMFER BRISCGREEE B ( Abdulkadiroglu, Pathak and Roth, 2005 ; Abdulkadiroglu
et al. ,2005) , J3—J7 T, I3 A4 AF 5 DU 25 A J8 - it 3¢ JBC ol 2 70 e 26 B0 T AR
TR ORI BE o B, Hy T 5 B8 5 S Bl S 27 A X A 25 A5 Al 47 119 5
58, TE— 8 S5, S BB 3 DA S i 003 A B SR IR T 2B 38 432 A 3% BB Al
J&# ( Abdulkadirogu, Che and Yasuda, 2011; Featherstone and Niederle, 2014;
Miralles, 2012) , Chen(2016) 1IESE 15 S i - i s Bt B2 A9 A R T < A
FHER G BN DU , et Wi s Bl B2 5 B S5 firih SRIEA R, 7oh  1EAE
IR 43252 SR I 2 TR 27 A5 2 W O L S 11 Sy U4 00, LA I8 1 i Sy BB B 2 A
A B FERERATT O (Kesten, 2012)

[FIRERY, B N2 T T P AT R b 2 TP A AR B i B Oy =t —
HAFER . — 7T, 2744 (2010) 1 Zhu (2014 ) Bx i IR ¢ 2171 H %
A AT AR S IR YR A A S S R R, FE IR B0 P AT AR R T 5C
ZE[R]F 2R A M 55 B BE ( Serial Dictatorship Mechanism ) |, [R] 1 ELA 5% 1% 95 115
P VAEERIE G A %, Chen and Kesten (forthcoming) NI B #2275 X P 5L o
(R AT AR RS S IBU BB, I 55 08t S BB T A 3R 22 S i BB B TR A
iR FR T A, KIS EA PRGN AT, AT R SR BE7E PG
TRMEVEAT Ay R R A P Dy T 0 T3 s IO BE 53— 5 D, SR 28
FE(2012) F5 H A N 2 sl R VAT A B A s IO A (H B R 2
“E BB AL B A =L o T Lien, Zheng and Zhong (2014 ) & BLAE— & 5%
PER 5 BT AR A e 51 3 SRR 5 =X O i s B 8 ) A7 v Dy e 1 &
A1) b K S A

PEREE 25 7 P2 A R N B K R, SR 2 T AR S A AR T S T — s
K2 5280 . Chen and Sonmez (2006 ) 55 —F1 F 5256 %8 SCH 2R 50 b 1 i %
YAt B8 S AR 22 WS Sy BB AR G 5 B B Si AR 32, 5 i 02 A A BB it s B
il BN A S S Ay L SR U T B AR AR IR R, ok
) — FR B SLH W HE T Chen and Ssnmez (2006 ) B & B, 03T T4 Fef NELSE
i AHE2 1915 B, (Pais and Pintér,2008 ) F1IE R &5 2 2245 8 i FR i ( Calsamiglia
et al. , 2010) Z&5| FEVER & . 3 25 49 117 3% M4 ( Chen et al. , 2015; Ech-
enique et al. , 2014) | DK 27 Az 8 RURS: fi - 0 X8 27 A Al 4 14 512 553 ( Klijn et al.
2013 ) SN NRFHE 7 T 75 BE AR AT Ay AR 53 BBt SR PR A A5 ) 5

XSG A5 JLER WA Y 3B 70 AN HTE Qo] S 8, IF AR i s 3R 2
ZENHIE i A NEHESF 2 07 52, e anEhe R FE B A i A
FEIR ORI RE T, SRR B SRR SR 2 5 o DE RO SR o R, AH OGS 3%
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B, 212 R0 A N A T S5 i R 24 AN R IGE IR 1 5 T 52 35 B A9 L 9] ik 3
88.2% (Pais and Pintér, 2008) ;(HAEZR2EE T, A 33. 8% i AIR45H B AL
HJE (Echenique et al. | 2014) . Juobh, WF90 Kk Ble A 40 SR P — S 22 55 7 )
HRGRE . HoanaE A 2Bk SO REPEAR Y 742 (Echenique et al. , 2014) 4%
SRIAL B0 1 2 R AE 3R JE A 2R 5 J5 1Y 437 E (Chen and Sonmez, 2006; Cal-
samiglia et al. , 2010) , DL RCKEHEAS 52 1 9 22 AOMCTE 75 R LR 191751 ( Chen and
Sonmez, 2006; Chen and Kesten, forthcoming; Pais and Pintér, 2008 )%, ¥EL
EWrgE i, A s R 20— B 52 56 ( Calsamiglia et al. , 2010; Chen and
Sonmez, 2006; Pais and Pintér, 2008) , 8% F#d EE S BN AR k%)
QATEHR ( Chen et al. , 2015; Chen and Kesten, forthcoming) , #RTf7, B 3L 1
Dl , FHEMZE R RS — K R B (one-shot game) o DA i, AT BE $0FT A 1 32
K FE MBI GRS 7~ B AR S A B 0 R, B e A7 16—l B ff £
B A BRI AR 7 =X S BE WS AN S R P e 2 T ) R

= SRIBL i

FATE St gt — A SR R R BRI ERY , I B R AR SCHL G IR Rk . —
AN R PR ) A -

o WA RES = 10,0, o, |

o — MG IRES S=1s),8,, 'Sl

o “EAL s WIS

o L s XA E R HESS >

 “EH i A AR AR LT P,

FATE LA AL 2B PR ) ) s A R e e A R B BN A
AIRSS s =S o — DAL @ 2 INEEAL [A] LA 5 21 S S SRR G BB
WPRFA BN A SRR R w' R e Lp (0) R w () IZ2F A 55 i T
FIWGR ' (), BX A=A e LA ' (1) P (i) B AR IR AR
M RFCA R MR —DEERHLE T B BT SIS RO A BT 88 I8 4% 4%
BALHI A RZFCA R AR T — DAL A AT R SR IS R e, FRATTHR
BN 0,0 8 w () P (i) JFH > 8 IR AR BRI 2 2
(0 BUERAESFEAHLEN T | (4 12T JEH B 9 R B A ML 53 o DG 3R, R
PR R TTERARY

R T oy RT O, AT AT R SO 2 Ay S IR AL ] ( Def-
erred Acceptance Mechanism) , iZsEBHLEIUNT -

% 1R A EERZ I AR S WY . ARG ARSI A
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PEATHER RUGRI, B2 B0 1o T 22 A b

852 5 AE E PR R AR A T — S AR HOE, SRR
R EURORE R SRR B ANGR 2 RORT RS W LR BEA TR USRI, BRI 4
LB | Sl N <1V 36 o8 & (R 8

ER A A ORI T A1 B 241, Wiz s O R A

JER AL ( Deferred Acceptance Mechanism ) A7 -l 5 5 2 9 #IE ik
PRI 1, BAE T 21 B S BOHLAR] o2 i BT RN o JEaR %
WAL G R TR, B A2 AR A — A A B SRR 0 B SRS — s A 2 Y
FL SR AU o SR, o A BRIEPE R, 22 A A — R BUR L s, 2
5B BET 5 ) e LSRR LR BT TS R TE M BRI — o I, AR SR i
1 A SRR A A B IR R SR AT A A TR ST

RSNy aay

AT TR AERERIEWHLR T, 2 A R RS~ 2 R IR R A iR AR
W, LA Z A2 5 0 2 g i 2 0 A AR SRR AT D AR B R . FRATT
BT IS g . 165G, 752 B4 (basement treatment) , AT THF 1127 AR 7R AR AU
(SR U R A BURGE S IR BOS R R 1S W 7R —IIR A AR R
A O — P22 SR BLL B RAT A LRI , (AR T H AN AE A A Y
SREUEER  PUL, FRATAT LT o AR A Rl I N2 1 SRR ) B R
SRR . TR SR ARG, A TE A2 0 T — 12 55 BT IR
SRR BN, SR BLZ e 248 ABC, i 2 BCA %5, O 13U~
A B B (sincere advice ) |, A fI TRE 23 PR B G BT ARAG — E AR ,
%A 1) 22 /0 g — 4R AT BN 2 5 3 e 2 4 50 38 e e AR AT I 1
20% o HZMAMERAITEZ )T, BA TR AT H 4] (advice treatment ) F 5L
%, EWANSSELNSSMA AR R, 52 B F
e, AN S 5E R AR — T 1R A 2 ML 2 A B 2 At (] o B
Wo P, il AP SIS 5 8 e AT o RS A ARGtz JATn]
AR B i 0 A X 2 AR SRR A T O AR R

FATRAY — o S5 (9 SRR 5 (stylized environments ) , BJ1“2 2 X F2# AL HY
bF TR o H1 TS50 S MU R, FATTR T e/ N 4 SR OB, B
SRR AL & = Frea M =4 524 o SRRSO I — N A R A AR S A A i
{7 R AR A O A SR IR DG R, S 4 FA A7 B I B I 92 B o A2 2% 1 3 B
P T A A R R S ARMER U RS . 2 ORI R 1 fI3k 2 frs . Ak
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gpr I, AR EE T (induced value ) F) 75 2R 27 A2 X0 22 15 1) fi
Ufo PN, FERR L rp SRS 1 AR A SR, SRR T 2305 200 51 525
Wi s QiR 1 Blr Al B SR IG 22 2R T 2000 AT 120 i S galicss s Qi aa s
1 Pa i C B 22 A 1 20404 40 G SE il ss , L, 24 1 XS 22 1A fig
U A>B>Co BAVHEIE T — D ZBHES T3, RIS A A A 2 A i HE#
ARl W2 PR, 228 A XA HER Dy oa il 3 HEE S — A7, 22 2 HELESR
AL, A T HRE S = A0

®1 FEXNFERHEET

A FRCB FHC
C2 200 120 40
2 40 200 120
S 3 120 40 200

R2 FRIFERHE

HE A P 2 P |
*HE B Pk | ST k2
SR C A2 P I P

ZoRBGE R S 2 5 BT B BUEZE . FERIE T, A 3 as B I i,
SRIGTHENUAR P8 F 55 B g 0 s IORR 7 64 7 53 L, 2% S) BURE 7 38 A SIE SR 2 UACHIL
Wil o IRIHIEA B GHAXE i -

gt 2 3y L 1203
M:(Alﬂc)lkzh C J

o e ! B SEBEER T AR B — AR A R S AR R
TGS A N N Yo C W Ty s X /b QT £ TR || /A N O B g
FEH ' i BHEA R SRR, I, ! BRI SRS R, A YA
AR B R SR B SEECAS SR A ' T 0 SRAT ] — A2 A A SRR B
B W SRS RSB . B, 7B R BOAEE T, B2 A A — 1
LI R, R B SE R BT o ASAHESE B SE B 1Rl DA R Sk EFS

R3 IR

SIS BRI SEH B SEEGIR SR SEE A B
SR 12 3 36

A 12 3 36




54 B&FiTER 2016 4

T LI (treatment) IHEAT =3, 5535 12 N $op 4 24, 54 3 #5#
Ao I, SRR 72 N B It E S 1S ), BT O A R N AR
it et FEALVL AL (random re-matching) (175 S0 AL BB AT 0 . i To# 2R 1Y
G A N SRR LS 4, BT LAFRATT 32 25 A 286 2 5 3 ST L S 4
(W H B BRI AR R GE 2] BATICHSGHE AR5 — M0, AX T2 B84, 3k 7%
BRI (AL ) 270 REAS 0 35 4 iy o AR R LS A I L Bl . (252 3R 4%
Ja , BB RS2 5 2 AT AU i 4 03K AT RE I, 0360 e T 2R 3 o B
RIS . BATEIYES HFARER M) Lk 5% B 0S5 MARHIE . RS
B G , F AR AR S A SRR SR P A RS BT AR I , 45 20 256
AT LI R 29 7 ST AR (1 BT o

T SRR AR

1SS R HLT SRR UL 10, BT T AL (5 S S
PR R Ff T L LB S0 AL B BT |t SR
ERIA S FEAT MO Iy T 75 A7 9 S 25 O R A M2 5% SLSE AR T
g T3 PR S B o 7 A PSSR BRI T2 520 LA,
T THL 56 0 SR M R O SR, 00 TR A 4150
e Tl B T — SRy« 0 S I B A A OS5 — G
SRR BRI — AR TN B IO R R A > B > € (LA 9
AN BAC. 3 R HU B RE 35 B ST S 3 R Ry LA e
A5 — G, B LM A A 55 Iy By AR 055 — BB IR Ay
B IR R SR, BOE A — S, Tl LR L
A0 AT RAE A b A BB IR, 3 ELAT P RS — B B

T/ R T PSSR0 A A 15 W14 W 6 T R R
B AT PR R T PSS A R AR S SO EL ) B 1 DR 2
SIRAL YT 69. 8% 192 1 4t 5 TUIC IR IF, T35 — G 44 2 L1 0L 75 3%
90% , FEUI2 1 A Bl FEL I B AR A4 L5 R, BRI e s
T30 R ARG R o AESIRALIH 1) Mo A BTS2
SR 15, 1A 25% M R ORI, AT, B AL RIOBUR, B %
TP SR P BRI , RCH 7 SR BB 7, %25 5T B T Jefy
HMETT . TAEREAL, S A2 TS 5% LA I 5% 80. 6%
[ A | BRI T RO SR RO FUSC B . B O T 04
A NZEB ) B, B AL 5



%4 R BRI G F Rkt — ML BRI 55
SRR AR AR T R R Y L S R SRR A He )
1 1
0.8 0.8 TN )}
— o7 \‘\/ //_/‘\\_‘,,
= =" /" S
EEYARY - B4 X 0.6 /
\ —— 2 M; 0.5 r-\/ ~ S
0.5 \ iiK ! / o g
04|\ 04| /
0.3 \\ 03|/
0.2 S . 0.2
0.1 '_\\:\ Se—— .~ 0.1
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1 RAXBAFESHPNEEERITA

5R 1R 2RI R S A EIR  H ] (AR PR A5 S
o)) S 2 s T (IR T ) A Hllea il 22k
R AR T Probit [HIHMTEE R . o TR EE S5, H AR R ran-
dom re-matching [ J5 SO 2# A -1 7341, Jr LA B3 PN 226 B D SR B8 TN A0 B
ST PR, FRATT R BRI B2 = s WA, O T X —[al R, FeAT TR
BY Probit [B1U5 4387, 3455 FH B 22 b7 v 1% ( clustered standard error) E478%%, FH
S 5 N2 5 R R AR SR S R R 2 5 o R S AR AR sF R R
A RS i, S S 6 R 5 O L SO 20 A R AR o, S AR, A
NS IR S A i, LA Ko 5 R o — S iy e A i, SR 4 AT DL
B, YA NS S E R S AR SR SR, A A B RN
0.26(p <0.01) , FB 2% A 7E g 2t 28 0 ) 4 25 5 AR B Am 4T
x4 BEEZRWIFNERRTEEITH Probit B35 47

et Bk g B Ry e
(1) (2) (3) (4)
A 0.254""" 0.260 " -0.049 -0.064"
(0.044) (0.045) (0.037) (0.039)
% 0.025"" 0.0227" -0.015""" -0.013"""
(0.004) (0.004) (0.003) (0.003)
HEIH x W% -0.005 -0.006 -0.021* -0.016"
(0.010) (0.009) (0.010) (0.010)
551 -0.121"*" 0.061
(0.040) (0.035)
LI & 1620 1620 1620 1620

TERE S B W7 22 R BRAUIL ( marginal effects ) 5 455 P 2R 5 T35 7K ((session ) 444 1)
FEEEFRUETR (clustered standard error) ; %% p <0.01, #%p<0.05, *p<0.1,
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SRR 2 2 R TS OB I 1 BT B e DD SR, R S B
U W R X —

FA1E BV B 2 A AR S SR S R s o PRI, — M B 1R
AU WS T A T A X — [, FATTR i — 2 o e (1) 78
BREZWG, TGRS H ISR ; (2) 2 ML 7 R TE i
J 2 3RS LR A e A S D5 (3) A IS A = A 7 ) T A —
Wo £S5 Won T 24 ERE S ARG IR SCEIRAT N0, Lk
PR R M . 5 Rl TR AR S AR S 1 AT S 3
WIFT R0 A1 o R T A XS SRS A I , A SO 22 R LR SR A 1 i
o HEtn, 231 Sy o A SRS ) AR BRI e ) 2, 3 A B St A LS AR R R
PR R 2R — RS IR, A A LS B — AR B A A B R A, A A FL S
F— B =B AR R E S 4 A> B> C, | 231
PN S ST g BCA, Hofh TiA~5f g 123,132,213,312,321 H
A RRE R Lo e 123 O 41 52 1050 75 B 1 IO , 2XX D 12 58 R <1 A5 &
JIRF o

£S5 WMIIRAFERTERBITAHREERNEWNSH

Z: A 123 132 213 231 312 321
551 82.22%  6.67%  1.22% 1.67%  2.22%  0.00%
51 83.33%  5.55%  8.33%  2.78%  0.00%  0.00%
FRALAY I 83.33%  5.55% 8.33% 0.00% 2.78% 0.00%

A 123 132 213 231 312 321
%1 80.56%  0.00%  16.67%  2.78%  0.00%  0.00%
595 8 82.22%  2.78%  10.56%  4.17% 2.5% 1.67%

MF 4 FIZE S AT LUE Y Bl B PR S, 2 AR 2 ) B T SRS AR
JENGRF (RN . FES ARG 5 1, & 82.22% M2 B 3258 T AL &

IR (BISREmE “ 1237 ), FUsf 1AM 25% $2 1 129 57T A . B TiJE 1,
PEAC IR IBIUT 1 L 435 3 83.33% o MLAh, MAREE @I i R & , 24
W H AW T BT . FLln, 4 83.33% My A th i I A8 B Ak (AP
<1237 ) o ANIRA —E HLBI (8. 33% ) By S A EBUR IR ST SR “ 2137 1 e
Ja 13 AR 8. 33% (A AR U T RSP SR o [RIAEAY , 7R DL 5 1 3],
1% 80. 56% F4 2 A PR B A LSRN , LS MRS 1 Wi 1 55 Ay
A, WA L~ A 452 1 P S8 LS R B Ry A 1

HETOR, AT 25 a3 Hr, UL A 2 A SR IR U SRS 4 2 W), o S
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IR R ) PP SR R =28 T A AR . i T op AR R 2 M) it A
PP o ks, I FAT TR 5 2 LU A SE g 2 B A 22 A0 L A9~ AR R — A
PRSI, A 20 OB 2 AR B 2 /D80 R I A S ZETRATT B S R
B AR T A AR SR S LS R AP IURE I8 2 T A5 25 HE s 2 i o — S
ARG PRI, S0 5 BOAS 2R O 2 AR O — R B A SR B EE 31 1.
171 27 A S — R B A ST IR L1980 N 2 P 3 B R ) A A0 A o

SR 3 A A A B — R A BRI B B TS AL

WE 2 AR, e
WA — B os -
HRFRGLHREST =% /
B, VHRA EE X os ’
WAL, 85. 4% [k B B S
B BB o ~ it
W TRk 99% M "
J5 BB TR A A ! 152 1,28
SH TES R4, A4 B2 AOLBRARBERMEITSH

57. 4% (27 B S IR — RS B AR S B, T 96. 5% 1“4 A= di I 22 /0wl HL 38
TR ECAR S (B BRI, p H =0.04) o B SEI AR SRS R 1 Y
RERER BRI T AT NI MR 285 TEPAF B J5 , 24 A4 AT T4
ST AR RIS TR , SECHE SRR S A B oy, 2 A AR — R
SR IR HE B o sy o X — I 18] 5 AR L S R B 1 N AT Asp R B

F T BB, S AT — i R L3, 2 5 H RE 2 ) e
ML BT SE M 2 R — . Al E 5= LR F D T %
i B SRR A 225 0 2 5B R 0 T A AR SRR AT S
By B R R o WFF A B, RIS A B 1 1) SRR BT T, A8 BeA AT 5
Ay 236 MR A O, TR ME R SRR S B i R D s (FE S HRALE 1 4], 4
A 25% WA EBAR LSS B ) o T 7E — 2 19 5% BUCER S5 F SR BOL R
MATRES 8 1 552 A 2 ~) 2 > B de I S, I LIRS 3 1) 5 o 5 4R Lo vy
Wo TG R W S X — I, R, A SE A9 2 B RS 3 A )
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BT A, 2010 - [ s 2 S ORI AR SR HLAR BE ), (25522 (1D ) 4 11 .
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An Experimental Research on Preference Submission in
School Choice Problem

ZHU Min

(Business School, Beijing Normal University)

Abstract: We conduct a laboratory experiment to investigate how "advice" from experienced
participants can affect student’ s preference submission decision in high school admission or college
admission processes. Results show that participants are able to learn their best strategies by repeat-
ing the admission experiments, and would like to give sincere advice about best strategies to their
successors. More importantly, successors also tend to accept the advice, thus coordinating on the
Pareto efficient outcome. This implies that policy maker can encourage students to adopt best strat-
egies when submitting their preferences over schools or universities by providing advice collected
from experienced people, leading to a more efficient admission outcome.

Key words: high school and college admissions ; school choice ; preference submission ; exper-

imental economics
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