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A 7N A AT DA oo B AR
SRy == S L

RN, T, EEA&. FHE. KAKE, LHEB, EAL

(1 E]ALATHERNDFHBAELHE, FFRT D F AR mRIAT 6L,
FAREEZSERREZ 50 F ik, F46TRIMANT I F I RGO H 0, FFRL
W, RGEEZWNFAR SWHEMTRIANT; AT FRGOKEREEALYERLL,
FEHEFKRIFFRREMEHREFZRZTFASMANT TN, 22, KmiRs4b
JatRA N F AN RGEAAREGRSEA, RETAEZL I F T RA R,
RINANT B R B Ar Ty KR &, S H AN T KT o | Sh LS, In i s RAT D 3R
SPANT WA E R, AR AR FAE AARRGREZGFERER
JREWANT RS-, THEAG IR S HEF WA EAH_Z—.

[KBIE] RAT D F A RIMANT; HBFATF; REZS

—. 595

BROMKN A . SRR B AR AR A T BT AT B . IE AR AR b 7T
WHE WSO RR. BEEF, 2014), 4R, FE/N AR ) 4
KB . ALRURA T AT 2004 4R BT ARE o IRBEE AR A/
FO B S INIRINAN T 1 L) Fe s, E AR E] 73. 800 (BEMEF-. T /Mg, 2009),
2012 4%, WIEREEBEE AR M, fERFEZE, NAES RN /Y
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LIEE® A BN, hEANRK R 5 RA R R R, BTHRA sk : pangxp@
ruc. edu. cn; JEANEE, T ENRR2EAR SR B R 2EBE. H T AR H
fit: ruheyan@foxmail. com; FstF, HE AR KZELR 5L N K EE
i, BT HRFFHIEL: nigjingchun@yeah. net; B iy, HrH 4R K2 EPRRF
LA, B FHRAE AL rozelle@stanford. edu; FRMTE. H EFL 2Bt i 2E
Bl SEIREPF ST, BT IRAS k. Ixzhang. ccap@igsnrr. ac. cn; 5
5, PRVEURIS K% H B LR AR, BT IRFEHAL: shiyaojiang7@
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iy 22. 6 6 (BT, 2015)

[, FBE T ERIMD ] AL ORI 2 . 4[] )55 BH BB R E %
B AANIE BN, 2007 4, W REELE FRMN ) BRSOy 964. 8
JCs M FRBEE ERMI ] BRI 344, 5 JTTCRELLEN, 2009) . i 2011
A, P ET AR D REBE VIR T T RS A R, T6 X0 R E
ARV A F L PR AR 2R 1T 3820 Jo. Hirbfe s 0 IA B4R Y 8 U7 ot (E KR,
2012,

WM Z T DT/ N A AT, B IR A2 S0, BE gt i
(P, 2009), SR, “FAEMBRKBABEAEE, SIERAMN 0 H ©)
MEA A, B, fErbSmg H Mg T, eI lisg, Ak
R b,

B2 BREMRD 2T LAY B AN 2% A T 5K B 01 B2 R IR 4 v 2 ) i sing 7 it
AT AR G — B 45ie . AR, LSHH I BESMRSMh
PR ST E R T ARSI T B 224 OF RIR. BT, 2014);
AW A A URIIAD 2T 0 22 LR B IS A TE 1A %00 BBk SS . 2015)
[EEVE, —IEXIRI A SN ERAM T ROR ST, 1510 T 4w ek
IYHTRE ) R MBI 4518 (Liu, 2012) , &FxF b rf/ N Az AT 45 5 ) i
TN SEA BTN BE R BB RS NS I QAR Rk, 20075 7E)
N o — I R B, HEASERT A2 . HSAE A 2T 47 R X 0] — A HE
ZWA PR ESOEE, 201D EAREEE X 2 n B pgpF o g5 e
A2, TR, WP RBRIM ) S B354 1 2 AR G HE44 (Dang,
2007, TESRE. R A —X—%E . ML LIREIE A ERIMI I X 2R
TG M, TR AN ) E A A — € 1Y 1R B 52 0 (Byun,  2014) , 7EEQEE
JEVENE. . LABEGR N 24 SN AR 14 ] 27 He R S T H AR 5 1) — TATT 58 R Y
PRANERN 3 X PUAE S AR S A T 2 52 0 (Suryadarma et al. , 2006),

WA IS e, R DT h/h g A e £ e, T
ARG AT . HET TG L 11X ANt/ N AR i SR 5 . AR/
SAERRIM T B SRR ] o 20 NSRS AT fE
SRS T P iR 2] LGt 7 RIS S R) R, AN AT DA B R R K
HEATIERA ISR, T H SR SUAE T, EIRATOCH IRIMN S B X R A F- 1)
M, RN T IEZ KRR B4R T W AR 7 A 22 (8] 208 BRI o A i 22
B ORI 2 R HRODIR St it X RSP > 36 shatt A7 A7 FR 00, DTS 7 s/ e
XTHE VTG e

A SCHE S FITERE PG & AR T AR /N2 JE A B . R AR /N A 2
TERSMN T MEDL . SRJE o FH B B R A %) T A S - 8 s o0 B IR AR = X
PSP A 2 ] GRS . AR S IR T AR L AR ZREE I AD  S AR
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i, (RN FEAE R AR S, 50 WA BFFIEAS , fR R
JEW AR ZCE S B REOK T LGRS, A1, 2003), B, HER
AR 2T XA A /N A 2 ) RS I RS KRS s R SR B TR S A B IR LA T
B,

EAFERFR I, SRR R, A SR FH bR AR I 328 g 4
AL 2EA S . AR I REHEBR IR S . B E s . XA
JRACEFAER R T, 155 2 SR AL . B XK B AT AT M, i
DIFERIREGE . B2 FHACEE . B0, 2F4 B PEAG ST, SGX 41 1)
LR WBHEAT M. el Dang(2007) 5% 274 A Fo 345 19 8 45 9% (2%,
— M. WL R BRI (2015) SR FH R K% T I BE RN SCS S H B
(2. L B D)5 XEFERSMN T BSREO ATRABR . 2R A R B AR
AL AE 5 A4 (Ryu and Kang, 2013),

T BAERIR . REA A S SR

(— ) #iE kiR

AW R, R UE TR R R B ARl R WF 5% b
O BV I 2 R0 S [ Sy M AR R A7 R R 20, & 11 o) 78 30 s IX A /N
SR EARENL . 2E ARG O FRAERE DL R A RRR DL A A, % H R AR
MWHBETTHR(REAP) 9 —&B53 . %084 B REA B4 bk 11 XA
132 TR /AR 9137 240U, HARR I 2EA . FATT 1 SeAR A AR T A4 X B
N VB B X B REAS “E A B H 5 AR5 BB H BT 3R B3/ N4 ke AR
ME; fefm s SR FHBEAAE Y 7 2 AR S22 A TP fe 2 B TR A 44 B

(Z)AERE

ARG T /N2, MR IR, AAERGR N A
FLFEA NIEAMG BN . SR AN 2T . BT B0 FIFR K A A B A BE )
HEBRE ., LCHERAEREE . JFH, BAFAEES I T AN, s
H S U5 T [ Brgles Rk g 3 a3 8 % (TIMSS, The Trends in International
Mathematics and Science Study), #] T EFrE]AIECFZF LB IE. B4
SRS T O E 2 W (MTH, Mental Health Test), 8 € 5 T
IRV R 20 B ZR 2 JE 28 LA N G il () 0 BRAER A2 BT 35 ) . K ()
GEFEAFBRFERAFL, MEREME S, BN SEEI M, B
PIFEAE O RS . PR 2200, BWPRAE) . KK RIS AR A AR I B (A
. BEPORE . OISO . EEXT LR A XTI R AN AT TR T W R A
St GEZRAD 2 AE 2012 4F 9 A, S48 G B7E 2013 4 5 A,
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(=) BEARHHE
%5 2012 AERL VA 2B S 9137 &, O TARIEREA 27 2R 4332 4h )
THRRI R E] A — 2 S5 T B b 2T 6 Bk B A AS ) X s > 23800 00 2 1 55 i
FAMBRIELL T A P S AN > 19 598 DFEARD, F &gt AR REAS (24 4
A 8539 N, FEIRATAIBFFE ], X ee2g /SN T IRANN S, H %S
e HEARREEAREHIENE 1,
1 BARNSEERRSERA

4 P bRiE2: BOME O BOK(E FEAE 75 e 1

L AMERER
Lebiil 0.534  0.499 0 1 8539 &=0; H=1
AEHS 10.40  0.987 8 13 8535 &
AR 0.512  0.500 0 1 8539  PMUAFEZh=0; FAFH=1
SR AR IR A K 1.248  0.848 0 4 8537 A~
BB LB 0.088  1.011 —2.81 2.563 8538 PrifEAb S
DPEERS  —0.18 1120 —2.80 4.075 8340 b Ak i S
2. REEWR
REHEAKT  0.533  0.499 0 1 8503 /g]i};; Lizzof
BEAE KT 0.365  0.481 0 1 8476 /g]i); izzof
RHETER 0.588  0.492 0 1 8484 LHRIER=1
FFEER 0.879  0.326 0 1 8441 RFEER=1
HIEW & 9.886  1.390  0.693  11.96 7969 Xtk
3. AR
A L 12.63  4.618  4.077  23.89 8539 Ui mAk/ A MK

. T HIRRR BT A/
P75 B0 5 L 0.185  0.131 0 0.606 8539 ST £

BREAT, BAENL 53400, WLAEZA T FAFRE 10—12 X %
Zs TARERFAN L 51 2%, WIUAERE A 22 20605 SURIHIR N KL 1—2

O FEAPHIBIEL ARSI T o AR AR 2 A A KT IR IR > S A [0
Forp 598 MHEAAN S STHIR T 0, 27 A FELR IR AT A D T A K] 8 2 7 DAl 8] £ 10 ) D )
NBC TR BT 224K GG T A D S kb J B S £
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ANHE, FEOCERN TP Z BB B TR 58, 8002 AR A0k AR KT
I RIER AT, AR TR R A R AR Lo B I 6 % B~ Y {E 2
10, BASEIMPr B 5 NECEFE 40 13 4, /bR 44>, ey 24
A5 PR B S AKC P L EE Ry 18. 5%

(M) BT %

PEAR RO 2] X627 >0 LG (14 2 e Z8CRE o T I A A P T g ke B 43
FI Az i RS e RS B (2] )80 W S il [\] 02 3 7248 i 2 — I BRAMN ) . B
BRI 25 A . BUA BIF5E b A7 28 ) T B8 4 ik i o X — 0] 8 (Zhang,
2013), ™A — 6 ) 154 VLAt i (propensity score matching model) fif 23X
—[alfi (Byun, 2014),

ARG A TG AN T LA —Fh Tl (treatment) ,  FEAR Hy 81 40 Ry 5256 241
FXTHRZH . SERREH R S nab 2] A2 AR AT . X HRZE AN b ) 1 2 R FEAR
FATE S ab > AR 2] 2228 2 8] 5 SRR 19 22 57, SRR RO 22 03 O vk
FeBAb T HTRIAN 2 5, SCde ] 5 X IR 2 0] 5 ) st 25 5. BARm S . A
SCHIANN T FRRG B kb~ Xof 272 2] L& A 5200«

Y, = 9 +B X Time; + B, X Group; +8; X Inter; +; (D
Hep, v, BRI R, ERFENEBCENS. 0 N HEEO. g AR E 251k
P e, B ARRA T A i 22 57 0 By o AR 1 I [] 3 A
MM Z NG, BT SIERINS > i a2 . B— g A MK 5 —
MR B A 7 Group, € {0, 1} AR E] ) Time; € {0, 1}, Hrp
Group; =1 F/RLIA . Group, =0 FmXf 4l ; Time, =1 LRI FEFK
fITBFFE A 2013 4E50dE) . Time, =0 fRFRSLK AT (AR ATHIBFFTH A 2012
AEEA . Inter; 2 Time; Ml Group, WA HI, FATIERAL (D) Byl Z bk
— PR TR FEFERARIE X U SITE R B 7,
Y= 9 +p X Time; + X Group; +6; XInter; TAX X+ X Z;+e;  (2)

P2, FATR P ) 523 DT C 125 HERR — S84k g A A L ROREAS IS 7 AT
W ZE R S A AT . o TR — i, FRATARYE X, SR A2 900 (2
#2D y logit AL, Al 1350E P(X) . K3 P(X)OFFATILE, K5
TEVERC BN A REA b B 4T F R B X 2240kt

(R)AZEWERFEMAE

AT B 2% ST AL PRI D 2T X 22 A B 2, iS4 B R
e 1 2 A X 2% MR R R 1 00 S B AR RE RO . BAT R 925
SHEAAERIE. T HE LR AR . AN )4 9 8] 25 3 X A A 22
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S, BUA BRI I R A s, I AR A ) SR B S BT R
(BEMR P-4, 20140 224 HRRIAE A LS5 P (Dang, 2007), 1] fE23 1 i
— 7 B IR

PR SRR IR AR GG 15 4 EA TR A I 5 5, I A PEAE
NG T i i A ;97 i 8 2231 N @7 N [ B = e 11 = o EEL 2 o SO 7 7 X 9
GIKT 0, FRIZAERESGTR THITEARR NP S Rz, N,

= RRNEAES RS b 2T AR B 2 2] ST B T o3 A

(=) S iR STAR R B AR HE iR 5 4R

AN T B 22 B AT IZ RO T3 F (shadow education) (Bray, 1999),
A SCH RN ) RS T HE W ATE L FRANFEPER . FAAPER) . EAR
PEIRFRAYAN >, AR S InERAMN S BB R R . FEAME AT, 2
Jwh > 25 A A AR 2T B TR B B 5B 2. 07 (—/INEFNRAE S 1, — S /N IR
g2, LAHSEHE, PO/ DL EIRAES 4)

TR IR T2 A R G, X T/, AR, FRATHH
15 AT P P AL (9 ELR B[] T BEAS 2 AR MR . (HR MR A AE RS 1 ERAb
#2d, BAATEEAEEE N B, FRATE X AR HES kb > By s ] 2
THEREA SRS B KRBUF B, 7850 BT iRIMRb 2T X2 2] )l G 5%
M Fsf 00 P A5 S RSN T 753 HT o

Zaey R TE S0 L (L A= 32 O 5 7 NG BB 55 2 258 VN N SR £ 1 A N
ZINRIMNT o ARHE IR, AR TR A AN B A AR R, b2 B EAN
R, RIS a2 BRRAEA 1, #b 2T B ] g 2 0 BOR S kb > i AE A 0.
FEFRATREA I 1137 ASInT 46>, U BAEAEY 13,300, 5. 300y~ A:
PN N ST N 5 o I s R 1 £ | I e e =g SN N Y 1B S A
A0 B TRLAE DU /NS DL i 22 AR ER A 1.9 %0 (W3R 2)

®2 NBESMRIMINIHERBE RS (%)

A ARSI /AR /R TN =N IS PN AL

YN 86.7 5.3 3.8 2.3 1.9
L 87.0 5.5 3.7 2.3 1.5
B 86. 4 5.0 3.9 2.4 2.3
DYAFZ% 85.3 5.8 4.2 2.5 2.2

FAFG 88.0 4.8 3.4 2.2 1.6
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B A RIS 0 LB 25 R A, (EFERN I E] B, A S gk
I BN I H I T th . TES b S 2 R e A R, 53 A i b > st ]
BRI R 2. 15, BELZTLAM 1. 98, VUAER 2SN e 2] 1 LA Be
BT HFR, HAETEE L, PR SN i) B 2] 59 B AR
BESTHER. ST A REA, DUARGL A A 4D > 5 E) B A 2
HH 2.08, ZFHAFEGR AR 2.06,

(A) (B)
« 2= n 5 0R
i Uo
1.98 P{E=0.01 N
P{E=0.74
= = f 2.06
Eoal — Eal —
By N
= =
|l M- — =l L
[« (==
i % PU4EL HAEH

B1 RENZESEIN(A), 5ER(B)FHI IR EZET

(Z)SmiRSMI S EHF B S Z BB 5

BRI IRATE R, S > (R 7E 8 AR M2 A Z B TR, FEA
[RI4E R AL AR 35 1 25 57 o K 26 2 53 X o AR I BC P LS o A5 AT A8 Wi 7
PROMEN 368 5 A R IR S 75 A AN [ R 52 2

B, R 3 WA R AT LA . AS b 2] 2 A 5 B8y il S
0.317, TR KN ] I 0] BT #9 Fre e 4t 0. 237, DA {HAR B (/b 2] 5
AR HIRART T ARG 0. 08, 7E 0. 14 BIKF B2 2%
MRT AR T 2A2E 19 0. 325 WRDIEAH 2 i i, #h ) 224 1 it 1 2%
MRTFARAN T B2 A2 (R R Do BTSN, 1E R ESF AR E K, BRI
B ds TSR~ A . B R TR 8" (RERF-. 2015) . ARSCARBUE
PEAEAR A /N E 22 A 2SN T UIRAMN ] SRR TR,

WAk, SHOKRE . BEH A AN T IR A3, s st bz fe s X
TES AEREAR M TAF LA TP R BT IC AR o b > i [B] BN — /NS P38 i 31 Dy
ANBFLAE . BAE RGN —0. 112 BARRENE] 0. 245, {HARCTEMIE, PU4RE Y
A b > —/ NP B U HECE RS B R T/ LN . R TR
IR BEfY . XFPUAE LA AR . PROMEN D A7 — DB ATl By
WA R, PRI 3.
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x3 INBESMANSIM B SHFER S
/331 YA N 7S Y N 1 B N A N 118 2N N 1 P N A P

XL 0. 317 —0. 083 0.174 0.172 0. 237
T 0. 342 —0.053 0.195 0. 148 0.222
A 0. 295 —0.112 0. 157 0.192 0. 245
VU AR 0. 384 —0.029 0.133 0.093 0. 100
TARG 0. 255 —0. 145 0.223 0. 256 0.416

HEU, AT IR —/ N/ NRF A8 22 G BRAEE K I 2 g T LA
Kb IS B 27 A OO B AT 0 AL ) . B i TN S i~ 2R (T 2)
VG R A BRI MDA R T2 LR ) DB AR

AZN | 00 ‘

0-1/Nf 0.12 ‘
021 | |

12/ ||

2-3/1NIEf -0.03

34/ f 0.01

-2 -15 -1 -.05 0
LB A 7 Y

2 INFEREF SR ESOEEESS

DU, SR A4S

(—)INZEES RSN ST E IR E ST

B (D) LR S > A R AS R 1Y logit [, B (2) & AS hngh >
ff ) o PR AR f g OLS Bl . SEUESHT 25 R (IR D IR

L 2R R AR BT = . SRR 2] BRI N, R 2T A B [
AL, 2RI PTG RE R, S AT SO AR RS A — 2, PUAEG A A b >
(A SR AN (] 910 4 2 o T LA . B 2R b > A3 R ] L 7R 45 1 HL A
ARG , ANFR R T oA, S AN 2T WA B 2 RO T4
fhiat, HR, MY BRI (Blake, 1989). 767G PR 11 5% KL % 5 2 o
T FAERBHKRAER L, HTRENAS ERZEE S SRk, A
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AR A TR BN IR X — 3, R AT RE R, FEPaR AR /N, b2 1B 2k
HT R ENA BN s AT AR A ZRE - 098G LD, TEFRATTRY Ao
FEARH, AN ETFRA L2 MRk E D,

2. NEEREARE . JORNZHEBRE RER G T Z A s, Xt
AT ISR S A 3, TR Z BRI AR % s Dang(2007) 7EY)
R FEFE AR, SORIZHE FR5Em T R, HERNZHE F
RELDUITC A S 5 me) . Bk 2% 470 T8 Y AR 00 Z b TE T IRORL, BERTER R AT
REFR m 2 4h > PUAE SR, X Ab > B[R] A 3G I 82 ACRTE R AE W JC it
SO GRHENE B XTSI Rh > 0 A 8 s (B R AT ik 2 1 IE 1) SE R, 3k RURE £1
(2009) . Bray and Kwok(2003) fF A —3. SRS . RN TE I 0
PRI EEAL BTN QR ZHE L . REWE) B EAL.

3. WM E . ARV b w7 IR, B T AN k] L
O Ll SRR T A AR S nRh > B SRI IR, BR3P XIAR4E (2015) B XF
Aemti /N AR BRI S R R I, A 5552 B e O T 2 9 IR Y 2 AR T
BYTHFE B TN T s ASCRAE AL, H2OM AR A XS T AR AN R
BF s YO T5 O b7 S Y E A BB, 2 Al T ] REAE B B [ S gk >
T AN SR A T SRR B E R

R4 SMRSMISIMZIMERERER

(DRARZ Itk (2)Z b > B[]
(R AR - -

B FrUER EX 1 Frifiis
L AMAERER
BLHCE Bt —0.216*" (0. 036) —0.039*"* (0.009)
Ll 0. 037 (0. 069) 0.028 (0.018)
AR 0.078" (0. 041) 0.012 (0.01D)
G —0. 340" (0.078) —0.081*"" (0.02)
YL AE IR A BT 0.023 (0. 042) 0. 001 (0.011)
2. FEERER
SRR K 0.157* (0.072) 0. 064" (0.019)
BEHE KT 0. 094 (0. 074) 0.023 (0. 019)
RHRTER 0.033 (0.072) —0. 002 (0.019)
HEER 0. 214" (0.113) 0. 068" (0. 028)

KEEW & 0. 047" (0. 027) 0.015*" (0. 007)
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gx
(D RABZS k] (2)Z b > B[]
PR ARt — —
£ FrRUfETR R FrfETR
Eiad 0.014" (0. 008) 0.010** (0. 002)
PLF5HBOm k5 —0.722"" (0. 305) —0.163"" (0.077)
N 7819 7812
pseudo R-sq/R-sq 0. 026 0. 024

7 A RIERARTE 1%, 5X0 M 109K L s P il s g 5 TR 2R 4L
s PR T X RS, EIfFR BOR .

(Z)INFEIRIMNI SIS RS I BY SLIE LS R

FHFRUEAL B G A R 72 e AT SRS BT Y 4 SRR B RN A
SRS 2 X4 e S G B e, AR S,

AR E 2 AL T A R R . AR BRAR T 22 A SR, BRI
R BETE B A A8 55 0. 019 M2, RSB A ST By
WM. VCRECREAR A XU 22 /3 RS e T 25 R R . R L T i A h O,
b2 X2 A SR Y 52 R B KRR, B ICIe e S s fl AR &5, Frfliit s
I RBEA B A G Ery R

RS ORI SIS B SR R I Y STAE 25 SR

L EIEAE NN LI EF RGN =N

¢ (2 3 4
WRAMN T —0.188** —0. 201 —0. 215 —0. 205"
(0. 031) (0. 032) (0. 044) (0. 042)
i i) 0.201" 0.413"* 0.181"* 0.395"*
(0.016) (0.019) (0. 043) (0. 046)
3 H IR —0. 029 —0.019 0. 003 —0. 002
(0. 044) (0. 045) (0.061) (0. 060)

2 7 2 i 2

@ A statal2 i) psmatch A4, A2 50 2L 4L BE AR B X BB 75
A DCRRIIHOREA Ny 1021 . DURLI A/ UM S ik 2 P22 P 50 . ELOGE 45 53 (i
FUAT RAFIOE I 2 LB )
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gk
eI EAEN TS el st (TLRCHEAD
(D (2) (3) 4
i XAV A = J2 I &
R-sq 0. 048 0.103 0. 048 0. 108
N 17075 15672 4083 4076

TE: 7 AMEORAE 126, SYORI 10%0 K s RS P O bRifER
[IRE, b I XS o > BT B TEVE T AE e . FE ARSI AR 4R
Pz BA—FME. LK 6,

x6 IRMIMNEEZ MBI FRESTER

7h: B4 IIESS73 TLAEGR
TH AL —0. 005 0. 001 0. 022 —0. 030
PR ifE R (0. 086) (0. 082) (0.078) (0.091)
N 1870 2206 2187 1889

TE: 7 T R IRORTE 106, S500R 100K B b 28 B IR HOE T IC i AE
AR o

h. ghgkatie

ASCAE FHBE PO AR 11 A X B A A . 538 TR R N2z S iR s #b
STRSEAAEDL, ISR VAL T IRAMN 2T X 22 S S e, 45 R
AP RS IAREAR” RIS R RS B2 SN T IRAMI T . 4 IR
PRSP BIG . OERZHB KT FEM &R ERE T3 ESm
AT RYATRENE . (HUE . SINERIMRR 2T XA /A AR i 2 2 iU BT AT 0 2 T
THER.

AW LS A R 1Y & . Banerjee (2007) Z5 75 EJ B IFJ& 1 — T BEAL T 7
S, ek B SR ENSTE G (lagging behind) 9 =, WUAER A4 il A H
#hcI H (Remedial education program), ZERLZIiZIH BE#HE T WA
B B S s [RIAE, Jacob and Lefgren(2004) ) FH W & M A A9 i, 1F
AGTEZ N T R ) — T4 X 25 4= (low-achieving) 2 HEIH, 458 L =
SEGEFE R I MGHFUKRIREE R & . B4, AT A PG X AR A /N A 1
T RORIEA 207

AIRERY B R, SO B O B A 5 A PR, IR A PR A SO T
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ANRET L2 AR I MR RT SR O BRI 2245 1927 ) SEBEARIC D) . A S5 5 0E
DNGA IR T Ik nFk 3 PR, EFHEIM N e AL TR
Zmab I B, AT, RS BN T R B E IR, R
BB 25 W% T R () B e 3 = 2 A N B i+ b e VTG 3

AN, BRAMM T IRCRIE 5 BRI N 50720, SRR T 200m 1y 3h
BURIKSE . b 2T BRI SRR OG . AnET SO iR, /A R ah >, TR
X R BAE N — RSN KB [ 8 > 7 [ 122, WA i s AR o, &
RI AT R ) HRR R TCIE 1Y 2 T . IE a0 — 00 58 % ma 1) 9] A 5580 i
FEIT AR s BRANEN 2T B 5 T3 fS 2 A2 (lower achievement) (1) 55 % 5.4 »
EXF AR A 2 A AR W 2 R B ) S DRI T AR 27 2B b > 28 U A - 1 o
ANENETT; M E AN I 220k B ASEAS, FriE b~ A RE SR BEGUE I 5 5
22 WA ARSI (Zhang, 2013) . [RIFE, FEVGILARK, /N2 A R0 3 BE IR
PR ARAG RS, SRt A AN T N AR A BE R IR U PRI I, b
2 balF ORI EEER B, IR A RSB AE

BZ . ARSI RY], WICRR /N, KRS TR 2
HEFER R A R % T ISR 2R, & Bk TS niRor b~
A B IR m AR 2 G, ARIMTBOR AT AN QL. TR AT Be SR T i e
PRIRABR . BRAMN T BN EE . T ROR Y, B R > B R AR R PR S AL
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Can Private Tutoring Improve Students’

Academic Achievement in Rural Primary School?

PANG Xiao-peng', YAN Ru-he', NIE Jing-chun', SCOTT Rozelle?,
ZHANG Lin-xiu®’, SHI Yao-jiang's PANG Xiao-dong!

(1. School of Agriculture and Rural Development, Renmin University of China;

2. Freeman Spogli Institute, Stanford University; 3. Center for Chinese Agricultural Policy,

Institute of Geographical Sciences and Natural Resources Research;

4. Center for Experimental Economics for Education, Shaanxi Normal University)

Abstract: This paper uses the data collected from northwest China to describe magnitude

of the private tutoring in rural primary school students, and estimate the impact of private

tutoring to student academic achievement by DD(difference in difference) and DDM(matching

difference in difference)approach. We find that students with lower test-score participate in

private tutoring more than other students; the level of father’s education and family wealth

positively correlates with the length of tutoring time. Moreover, private tutoring does not

significantly increase test-score. Reasons might be the limitations of teachers’ qualification,

the poor contents and organization of tutoring and the teachers’ motivation to provide

tutoring. Therefore, we suggest that governments should manage and control extracurricular
g 2L £ g2

tutoring activities properly, and provide high quality tutoring service to rural students, so as

to narrow the education gap between rural and urban China.

Key words: rural primary students; private tutoring; education equality; DD model
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