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Abstract

Many years of concerted policy effort in young people from experimenting with
smoking, alcohol ,illicit-drug use and truant. We use detailed panel data from Institute
of Sociology, Academia Sinica survey to examine delinquency by Taiwan junior high
student.We find that, significant and positive peer effects were found for smoking,
alcohol ,illicit-drug use and truant activities.These behaviors are correlated with lagged
peer group behavior. Peer group effects are strongest for smoking. Last, we present
delinquency interaction,we find that, truant positively induce smoking, alcohol,

illicit-drug use.

Key word: adolescents ~ smoke ~ drink ~ drug ~ truant ~ delinquency ~ Multivariate Probit

Model.
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RF#- B Fanilicg 28 0 F R REOER - GRS P I
1 4 4R 48 (endogeneity ) e

M ofE e Rk RS e }gk? 2w kg 3] Coleman et al. (1966) 3% & # %
AMEFIFER BRI P ERTRBRDEE S PF R DNOEAIMAE - 24
B2 T 58 1990 £ - Pollak (1976) B3k p & ehi7 2 878 4 (7 5 73 e 2P 4p
T P oriE L ¥ {8 ¥ #3] (model of habit-formation and learning ) = # Fe

SR R BRI R TR AR AT

HRPAMREF AT o E i fir hehgiz > REAMRRG - R

w
“&\*

e B RAFAM 2 HPREXEIINEE Y RERETES o A

P B AAR A TR R ahg 02 5 Manski (1993) #% 1 enk &R 42 (reflection

puu)
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problem) s Hin i BA B BHMI b e 42 = FRE:
- ~ F $4»2% (Reflection effects )

BAZBWF R PATRBOFTEEAPTREEZAPT - %7 5 AP RER
s e BRI AR T e AR ip i A B R TR BEB A
(75 opt b pgF L 2bagds (random) A-F o dpe iR ST RFHCL] SOIGK
= ~ #*t 4 3% (Exogenous or contextual effects)

BALZBWFZ PATRBDOFTELIAPTREEZAPE o ZF 5 AP RER
B Bt BT AR B enip it > B B2 E R BT L BB A

(75 o gt vh B X 2LAERS (random) A0 ox i F MW R GEK -

~ ip M s % (Correlated effects)

i

B A MWT S L PR R e 2 BT PR & IR P P T L AR
GEE RS SR LEZREI D L RERFIN DTG EF BAFLA

RIFAERERE AR T A

SRR T antilics ki (biased) 223 - 3k (inconsistent) £f
AR ETLEE DT RERE K o A 240 AN P SE 2 2 4 (Clark &
Lohéac>2007 ): = & 2 12 * j% {5 % #( Clark & Lohéac> 2007 ~Woittiez & Kapteyn >
1998 )~ T &R 7 5 5 2EA M f258 (Manski » 2000) ~ 1 E % #c (Gaviria &

Raphael - 2001) -
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AL ZFTHERRLY AP A FT L T 1996 E BT T #
BAEEETE REALTH (UTHAEYS FAL) AR ATHIL 2D
86 f IR F A S AR ML FERR R o A RS N ERA K BB
B 5 -MEAPEFR BROMAT R2BARFERER G AR T
MERIE S CREREAEREERY R A A B0 MM - 32 BRI &
AR e L BITR 1AM BRI - B A A o LB KGR
Pl E R AMEERITAANPHEI LRE ¥ R ADS BT - 7 203
RERG KRG RIL 2 PRI MG ERE BRERUE B A S EE
RE1996 & (% - &) Bt ot 3 M- §4 5 2R FEHAN AT 2002 # (%
SR PR R T A2 FE NETIEEE o HY REAR S S F 2 F- TRz
ENEBoOFEROTH BN F e FAIMAERE S B L FEER Y Tl
BNEBASIEER EFRELFAR-FRNZFERDER  HEPF 2 H
AP FEAR AR ECEERRE ~ UEFA RERIR o A RE EFIREE
SR EEF U ERERI VR TORAPHE T EDIE AT LR fE

he P AR B Bk B RA BhifE A B adpT (v o
X & SE SN EREUERS S S A SN AR S R
Flg L et AP RBPABDIPH Flic- F2 BAFERDRHEA e 7 0 F2HH])
LR HME - pARNR B FA RGP BHAFTEE o RET R ¥EK
A 2 Q*‘*%?&Tﬁ}i\%&mﬁ\maitaf%%«ﬂ\%g;ﬁé—%?fﬁ?ﬂ%mi; Ao A
PER*FR-GRZF2HFRE RFIAY R FRREZEL P E Rz, 7
vl Fs e Eat - 8P e 3N AJE (lagged variable) kg p 4 MR EE o
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by TP E - EESHPF L RN REEEN 0 H - RSk
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\
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-
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RErud FARES & (R )y f (W2 )"&HL- &> THFTHFFL
]

PrEL TG 0 TREEPEFLEL - EFRADEL O P REEEN 1 F
XPEAG v E TG 2 s wE TG TREIPELEL -
ERBFNFL RS RFEEEN0 - mERSEK-

4, B

PRHBERTTR SRR R AP R RR G e SRS Y F AR
Lo (M) @vz& (Fz) 200 TEd - 2 TATHE288 2 (F

~

BlE) Sk L F 7 2z v EEH 7 TR

—=
1%

WT L R PREKEEN L FEES BT L P REKEEN0 L - B

R

d A R R A B §F 4 472 34 (two-stage regression ) o ¥ % - Fg £
G4t 2 i £ 7 5 12 Multivariate Probit Model 2218 3] fadic o -0t hdkk 15 B
e A2 RisFdl REFBRY 2 LB RLE L DIFRIE > LTI EREEK
(Latent Variable) 3pip]iE o F pF SRR E 27 T S (structural form) z_ %
A2 F 3 3 aipMi e FIMTARS BHREAY BAF S 1 R R TR
PR EES: X5 - A N S A 1 ] &fﬁ‘s‘:iﬂg] ¢ » & 12 Multivariate Probit Model
Bt FRu RN AR REFR R NEG - R AR K RhE R
RhiF) s A B EE e
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PR R iy AL BMI > AP W GRS R e R cndp ke o PR R Ap it
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k- R 0.156 0.273 0.360 0.252 0.214 0.262 0.180 0.268
B gia SRR
B T 0.781 0.902 0.868 0.892 0.786 0.891 0.730 0.904
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FHET B T (B R) 5.242 5.488 5.543 5.451 6.339 5.439 5.683 5.435
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2B FARREATY 3RO G TR R o) A BRI 50 L
FH I FI oA A chp A\RAE > F A ¥ g8 enk HE L RBETDEY 4
AT FRIGFRFREAL BFLFE- R

MfRA RS 22 - A E e R L2 o d WEHRZEDPE
BEFAL o § A ip g m - B enF i o & o Clark &2 Lohéac (2007 ) #7i¢ * i
=35 Wz - g (lag one period ) ke FRFE N O~ &ﬁzﬁf’*‘] ’qi—’ﬁ ISRt

2 RITHE RS pZim*}%ﬁﬁ’?’iMfuﬂﬁgﬁf R R

FREEAE S vhF] A R BB A b

>»_
-

3

q
-
-l
il
&
I
[
A
Wi

BEALZT0, 8 T1 s gt 5 - < # %8 (binary choice variable ) » 7= o 4 &

RERANFOAPTURRIBLGFZFA T T H: 1,0 F2 o 8K
HH)NE A PAZERINGLFLOPARETRL (0 0 d W RF - xF
PSR T R B I YR BT LRR Y P FF L AT RN LR R
ARME e ¥ b FY A PR S Ap e F RIP hERT dp R R
FlE G aFORES > FrAPY R GCRBEALN 2R (AFLG=4) 1Y
2 Kipeh2 g (2 X 47 ) #7% = 1 Multivariate Probit Model * &3+ = ¥ B

$ LRI T

BY,+PY+TX, =y, , i=12-N (4.1)
=1 ify. >0
ylg ylg . ’ g :1,2’3’4
Y, =0 otherwise
Vi Vi
J’j‘é ’ Y|*_ yl*z l?J: ¥12
Yis Yis
Yi*4 yjA
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Y, i hEGF L2 BAN 2 REE - BGx1w ® 0 & F R s A 2k
Y, iR @HLELREA- BGx1le R 0 ¢ § B  chiF) s % d 2 ko
X i 93 BHAREL 5 - Kxlw B ¢ § 82T 7T I 2 HET o
B:p4 %8kl GxGEL o

Vi R EGE GXxGEL AT AT REFAL R FEF LT FF 5 TR

BREHEM 2L A E L F
2 88chiic GxKapit -
U - #4237 > Gxlw & o

Bk BE— B2t B 48 (nonsingular matrix) » F]pb 2 e v fzdyn 2 HER T

(reduce form) 3

EiR

Y, =-B7rY,-BTX,+B™y,
4.2)
=ILY, +T1,X; + ¢,

#9¢ I, =-B"Y, I,=-BT, ¢=B'u

T~

FEHS BRI AR EY SR RE o - BEMEERS (42) HE

T i £ 7 5 12 Multivariate Probit Model iz 31 F| 4 #ic i 3+ @ I, 12 2 T1,

gt

G

el

—

Gk Ef L E BRY 4 2 R 1! » REEBRY 2 L BiHELGTLDTERE

—

<4y

(7 9, Vo Vs Pia ) 2 20 5 SE 5 % dc (Latent Variable) 93 e & o e fF gt 3 5P

FTRS

B 2 it fF 3¢ (structural form) @ 2 382552 B 7 75 GAp ML o Flpt AR
WA BEAFT S E R AR PR o B 1 EREF RN 2
it £ 7 5 > 2 Multivariate Probit Model & 3+ 5 #1531 (4.1) 3¢ ,;%'LLL fRApN 4 MR 3R

it %5'3357%,'—'3 VR G- i
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FoF BHERNLEP
MUE - FRECHRR S B BIRP

HY g t=1;--N 5 3438 2 RS ~ &% ¥ & 4 fe (multivariate standard
normal distribution) » #P3 @ 5 0> * X ¥R HErL ¥ 3 4 & s (leading diagonal )
B % 10253 %4 s (off diagonal ) % #4p i B =py P EAPIG=35 &

P Multivariate Probit #< = $£i7 i235i2 > H B+ $%i S fiche T 3

L& iwi log @, (14;€2) (4.4)

i=1

Ny

Aoow s % mEEi=L. Nat £l O() 47 52 AREF AR

( trivariate standard normal distribution ) > * %% % #c 5 oy 2 Q o H ¥
ﬂi =(|‘<1| Igllx il ’K iﬁ in 2 Kﬁ?, ?:o m :{E_'“iQ ‘;’J,”’F#_‘::\‘ ;U'% :‘; ij ’ ,,ﬂ 9

ij = IaEadi 28
Qy =Qy = KKy

Q. =Q, =K. K.p, (4.5)

Qg = Qyy = K K309

d (45);8 ¥ P S Bc g R = AREF EA - MR I A
¥R A fede ¥ s e N 5 Geweke-Hajivassiliou-Keane (GHK) *vfir 5% i i #5t
(recursive conditioning simulator )c GHK 3%/ mﬂ?k Bl I URCE S+

(H
D
ETTRN

3

HenE G AR RP B L HEN R Az A RE &

T p T

"W

3 & 4% Cappellari &2 Jenkins(2003)
a2 Jf%4e Borsh-Supan et al. (1992), Borsh-Supan & Hajivassilious (1993), Keane(1994),
Hajivassilious & Ruud(1994)

35



ApggLingiey =1 2pEy, =0 0§ 8AHR . LAAPL
YERZEFREEY LI H TR pF AT
Prob(y,=1,y,=1,y,=1)
4.6
=Prob(e, <B'% , 6,5, %, 1 &< B3 X;) (46)

:PrOb(é‘S < ﬂ3 I X3 | &, <ﬂ2 I X, gl<ﬂl ' Xl)

x Prob(e,<p,"'X, | £,<pB,' %) xProb(e, < 5,"x,)

MmN MiEE I A ES N E AT R RRI| KL oa "
I TN R R TR RS Y L ST S TR T

Cholesky 4 fi#;% :

E(se) =V =Cee'C 4.7)

HY Ci¥BV ar1Cholesky £ 5 e~@,(0, 1,) » I, 5 3x32 H =46 (e
EZBAAAMEEY L¥E) H edoT A7 L
& =Cu8

&, =C,e +Cye, (4.8)
&, =Cg6 +Cye, +Cyey

He Cp 7L CHY S kA% d LB GAPT LEHAF Y =

R A r R @z ¥ G Sdks

5 2x2x2=8
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Prob(e, < B,"X, , & < B)' %, , &< Fo'X3)

:Prob[e3 < (ﬁa ' X3 — Cszez + C31e1)
C33

e, < (ﬂZlXZ_Cﬂel) e < ﬂllX1] (4-9)

C . Cu

e < M}x Prob( g < ﬁj
Cll Cll

P (4.9)58 ¢ iR ¥ R e Bt 2 7 R EE .

2) /,\

% PrObLEZ < (ﬂz I X, _CZIel)

22

PIT 12 SER R e
PRI AR P e B G PR AR R A s S

528 F#iwk

o3t b B ok B B en fr¥ r2w g x| Coleman et al. (1966)° 3% ko = A2

ARG FIFER BRI T S ERT ORF RO - R

2 ¥ 1 1990 & 5 ¥ o Manski (1993) #& ot 4] arrin (identify) Fe #g: ok
ZPRARE BRI BASBMEIENT NG =A%k A E R Bk

(reflection effect )~ *F # 2% % (exogenous effect ) 12 % i 25 »z % (correlated effects )

- ~ F &5z % (Reflection effects )

BAZREE S PTAFG F Fanim 5g

FI
v

FRARA LA 0 R AR SR R

|
NS

o
»

it e B O] ot i3 1 %2 4 (explained varaible ) £ 2 {8 % dic (explanatory
variable) FF 3 2 p 2 4 o

= ~ *k 4 >z % (Exogenous or contextual effects)

BABEEAT S T R TR ARIT R B 7 5 ARAT 0 3% 5 AR OLIER
T ) e BRI e B 2 A

GGk afp i > B F A R FREFLREER A
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EX

(75 ot vh BT 2LAERS (random) AR iox i F MW A GEK -

~ B B2z % (Correlated effects)

1

BASBWTFL L FaE 2 BRI THRESH R PP B EFF 54T -

SRR A PR LEBRBEN A G G R RBETPTIE §F R FLT

34

f% %E"ﬁ;::’»$ %g{ﬁgﬁ"ijﬁi FI:!I& T,:J" é’—Fﬁg Eﬁ}k"'}i °
1z R TR E R h s &k (biased) £ 7 - 3% (inconsistent)
BATE S fF A R 0T R o A R B 0 ARy 44 Clark &

Lohéac (2007) # % # & & x Jfjr ~ P ~ 4 # %2 & Fenig * 1+ AT LTk HY

BB W FHeniT AR E Snk o b P Tk 03] (fixed effect
model) ¥ H| B S8k "ELHEREFME AL dmFERREFIOF)F o H A

L

%‘

Y. =B+ BXE+ ﬂz\fjts‘l +B.D, +¢&, j=i (4.10)

Y I EFRY AP AHEEE
YT w - ek AR A FH AR E R
X ! i- e

D, ' FRmt ¥ -
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FId FERE

AREHFFRIE S RETREFARTILIREIRNY 2 hLFs a8t

s;

\

Fo AR L SR AEEF I P EL RS R TR - AR
% v F 7k T enficd] (Multivariate Probit Model ) » 12 & 4 B ¥ w SR e Jf % 17
BB FPRFLTELRD R I BTA L 2 R R > AP Clarkk &
Lohéac (2007) #fié * ¢ 5% » 123 — #) (lag one period ) ke # 7 30 i% » i fF
FA® > PSS TEAERE R AL B BAP e B R 2 B
f AR

B R B A B A 472 5 (two-stage regression ) o ¥ - [ f Ak
=& @A GG g (reduced form) i GFHCA] - X AE L B R AT S
Multivariate Probit Model 3+ 3| 2 e #-pt ek & BRP 4 2 hasF4 o &
HEBRY 2 EBRLF S IPRIE - 2 T 5 R (Latent Variable) 3
@okﬁ-apﬁﬁ’fﬁﬁ §f 3¢ (structural form) 2 3£ £ 78 2 B ¢ 7 75 adp B 42
* LA SHRAY BAGF LSO B Rl TR EN L @R R
:%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂw’#HAMMWmmmmndeH“’%&ﬁ%wiﬁygy
R G - R

- R 925 0™ o« - & ERE- FP2 BL 75

PEFE B e BHLAFER ORI PEM G FHEY S TRRY 4 2 25

39



E 3
|

»

»

-2 REes

AP EFEHAFRIE > REFJAFAFTHOYR-FLRAGSF LIPS
BIE LR/ AEIEOI BEE gL AL A BHRIT R R
RAREFLFEFe e FHENR-FLRAGLFIPITORTIMG &
NF - FERMRS LR BRI HLT L DR i RAFL Y
fefl-himpdiFi ERBHFE Do B E e UG F LR > AAR- 2 5
FEAE ARG RASRIFORET XA DEL T RAE LT R
B RR AL e R 0 Bl- 2 g hip A SR A 2 RS
AP g G R A R R R AR R (i
1.277) g gr (G by 8 0.907) &g s s 5 7] -

il HR- NHAGTEREE? > R R RERFLIEFE L

9
b
=
hE

L5
LR A B S o GECPBE R R AP T 8 4 B ek 5 £ Ik R

AtS
2
=
=
2|
<
=y
Fy
T,
SR
i

oY iz Y 5 B 8%
A 7 & ZgrHie™ o

F @y P T AL B FA

IR FRESORE B ARG BT § B E Rk o

—\

LEs o T HApHELETE G A F oL

bt

fj-"u?i%?%ﬁiﬁ T OORZ
EEA LEE A i s (B4 - Y HE ) T SSE R LBERD B
PR E kR 151 v;]?wr#i Flenk FHC 7 5 4p 3 B2 (Bikhchandani ~ David
Ivo » 1992 ; Bernheim, 1994 ) > i}t i 3 £ 3Rk end_ > % E 4 B L 75 F R 7
PR AEA AL RPFPFAFRLEREST > S A b PARBESFF L EZR
BERIMBLFITER - FAPRETET T RF > BT 5 F FhL
B PR AR kB @R F B LA
g

GBETE BT BN L P PBF R AT A AREART £ F BT L o

f
|

a4
0

FHE G FFARF D BFF G LG RFEEGT L TR

.
-—_ﬁw
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&ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@°%§i*ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ€’UEW%%L’E%%ﬁﬁﬁ&%
BEkiTE R w BEFR 2 o
BpARF G o FFARLT R RAZEG P AT L p R AR R
B BHERT AP YRR EF L e Mo RGP SHEHRY A8
R@phx APREKFDE L 0 0 fFe % LR g 2 8 2 S8 s 5 o

ol kP o rRIF s Bd B LR REHRAEE o FUEAARE F LD
BRIt S 5 CAKTRR LA T RTRRL S Y B R

Froa P A8 LGN L ERBBRFORE T R

ARBAR S BLAARF FLOBMTIHEIFRFI LI PE
RzF2hiFiFadphd ki (1=1234 -j=1234 Viz]) Fi#ir

pEi0rt % T (Likelihood ratiotest) 28 % 2 2 2 (p; 20) ¥t a3 H L7 5 B

FWREF ‘%5‘°ﬁbgvﬁpkﬁ‘“%5ﬁ‘“1iﬁﬁ%€%1ﬂx%z._tgﬁ AP o

© B AN BMI=#E(2 7))+ R0 9)
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% 51 H-BAGFZHELHT b FI & {orde® § 2 75 % (stagel)

B = % B = whip B x4 B = BEk
% (S.E) % ¥ (S.E) % ¥ (S.E.) % ¥ (S.E.)
wHRLFTS
pe - 0.926 (0.136) ***
pe R- hiE 0.933 (0.147) ***
Ao m- i 0.859 (0.595)
P oR- Bk 0.673 (0.233) ***
e &
P - B 0.312 (0.128) **
R - hiE 0.101 (0.139)
[ 5 S EE -1.829 (308.351)
P E - B 0.222 (0.134) *
FiEF
e 0.053 (0.115) -0.007 (0.112) 0.118 (0.261) -0.032 (0.115)
L% 41 1.317 (0.624) **  0.441 (0.692) -3.891 (385.999)  0.095 (0.712)
H=- F¥35 0.008 (0.015) 0.018 (0.014) 0.085 (0.030) *** 0.046 (0.014) ***
B - p¥¥ BMI  -0.021 (0.003) *** -0.003 (0.003) -0.003 (0.008) -0.012 (0.003) ***
ES SNty -0.027 (0.116) 0.012 (0.110) 0.068 (0.258) -0.015 (0.115)
RS Y
B 0.311 (0.152) **  0.514 (0.151) *** 0.557 (0.275) **  0.353 (0.153) **
P ER N
TR T -0.209 (0.155) -0.145 (0.173) 0.718 (0.401) *  0.100 (0.156)
* gt 0.030 (0.168) 0.119 (0.154) 0.240 (0.356) -0.102 (0.170)
A TEY T 0.060 (0.150) -0.061 (0.159) -0.320 (0.355) -0.110 (0.151)
* gt -0.143 (0.181) 0.197 (0.151) -0.420 (0.363) 0.120 (0.177)
TR IR
A drES Ao B 0,295 (0.178) * 0.199 (0.191) 0.593 (0.379) 0.601 (0.173) ***
SEAE RN -0.115 (0.310) -0.330 (0.363) 0.542 (0.242) **
R AR
FheT 320 o~ 0.004 (0.018) 0.005 (0.017) 0.089 (0.042) ** -0.007 (0.018)
31301 -0.177 (0.479) -1.938 (0.482) *** -5437 (1.163) *** -1.866 (0.487) ***

rho21(v5iF) ~ 5.5F) 0.425 (0.063) ***
rho31(s 4 - ¥ F) 0.468 (0.140) ***
rhod1(ieik ~ ¥ #F) 0.387 (0.065) ***
tho32(s 4 - vhiF) 0.471 (0.139) ***
rhod2(Mk ~ whiF) 0.447 (0.066) ***
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rhod3(iczk ~ =4 ) 0.399 (0.101) ***

Log likelihood = -946.737

Likelihood ratio test of rho21 = rho31 = rho41 = rho32 = rho42 = rho43 = 0:
chi2(6) = 101.383 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000

A #=1283

a0 LFA kR YO TR AT
2.BMI =g £(2 )+ £ %% (2 %)
3B Gl L -
4%\ xRk w4 7 10% ~ 5% ~ 1%2 BT F K OE o
SR BB u 3 T 2R WwE TERREW » RERTRALZ T3¢ 3
B IR FRIG A T AL R
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U AHHNH B BAFEA TR GTAREFORI B o a hiFE R
F i ‘?’f’]‘ﬁ&f%ﬁ‘lgaf&’g’ 2 T B ugjjf]ﬁ;_%ﬁ; ' g*ﬁjﬂ;}if‘;mt&ﬁ %® o
BAHNHERAFTEA T o PRST R AT URI B o T BT

BFELE G el e DB F R o AT MRE L E L 5 gnE o €
Heen g 4 ﬂxﬂ»,jf—k 7 -iciﬁgtcgqjﬁa

g B
AAMFDEL > mAE GMFPF L > B ARBTRL RG> DN

LRl AL LT AR pe M- F R R ot 4R

ZPRIBEFA BRI DEL > FAEFI e DR e a LIRSk Frk T A

EAHEE M TRARA-FYNBHLEL A RPHR- R L gk
THR o

WELPTREA T RUEAGIHEDLE - b ARkdEp ok
LIREREEFHAIT N, d 0 2 EREBLETSFHFDMG -

BFEF R e o P ART AR AT PENFY IRFFL > BEET R

PPRAGL oA RRETRAERRY NTHOFL S HFFLFRAFES

)

R Y LERE-S R FEIE o SR U SN S
MEL v OB T RO B EF A RA RS

Fl=- 82 mAE5Foph ik (1=1234 j=1234 "Viz]) Fi#i
peit # €7 (Likelihood ratiotest) 28 % % 2% (p;#0)> ¥4 ad HL TR

ERAF DS o SR T A~ rhiF R d B By AR
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# 52 W= |/AF L adp 3 8 (stage2)

B e B = b 3 IS B = BEk
% ¥ (S.E) % # (S.E.) % ¥ (S.E) ¥ (S.E.)
FRE(R £ REK)
N7 0.550 (0.477) -0.058 (1.066) 0.228 (0.474)
HiF) 2.063 (0.665) *** 0.717 (1.398) 1.563 (0.683) **
A -4.421 (2.676) *  -0.964 (2.279) -0.572 (2.482)
HE 1.655 (0.918) *  0.175 (1.094) 2.324 (2.056)
WP RLFS
poe - B 0.934 (0.140) ***
pe - hif 1.048 (0.149)
pe - 1.006 (0.598) *
P oR- B 0.718 (0.237) ***
F &
AR - B 0.221 (0.132) *
R - B 0.081 (0.139)
FEE- %3 -2.432 (241.169)
AR - Mk 0.175 (0.139)
BIEFT
125 0.075 (0.117) -0.005 (0.113) 0.191 (0.259) -0.007 (0.115)
W= %24  -0.017(0.004) *** -0.001 (0.004) 0.002 (0.010) -0.009 (0.004) **
S (et 0.008 (0.118) 0.010 (0.110) 0.020 (0.251) -0.024 (0.115)
REAEFG P
P 0.063 (0.187) 0.502 (0.173) 0.299 (0.334) 0.203 (0.180)
FERTRER
R IRY T -0.128 (0.166) -0.109 (0.180) 0.622 (0.391) 0.165 (0.163)
- S -0.000 (0.171) 0.131 (0.154) 0.243 (0.349) -0.115 (0.170)
4 IEY T 0.087 (0.152) -0.048 (0.160) -0.231 (0.353) -0.082 (0.152)
k- SXaL -0.314 (0.189) *  0.191 (0.154) -0.478 (0.367) 0.039 (0.180)
FEHIFT B

QR B L B

SRR

Tl g AR
FlieT $a 0 o n
#3070

0.033 (0.221)
-0.264 (0.344)

0.013 (0.019)
-0.602 (0.428)

0.142 (0.234)
-0.348 (0.392)

0.007 (0.018)

-1.922 (0.488) *** -4.051 (1.056) ***

0.191 (0.463)

0.079 (0.041) *

0.495 (0.187) ***
0.601 (0.243) **

-0.007 (0.019)
-1.260 (0.457) ***

tho21 (v ¥ 7F) 0.429 (0.063) ***

rho31(= 3

~¥ ) 0.412 (0.138) ***
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rhodl(szk ~ 7)) 0.379 (0.066) ***
rho32( 4 ~ vhiF) 0.456 (0.136) ***
rhod2(gesk ~ *5iF) 0.453 (0.065) ***
rhod3(iEzk ~ 4 ) 0.362 (0.104) ***
Log likelihood = -947.850
Likelihood ratio test of rho21 = rho31 = rho41 = rho32 = rho42 = rho43 = 0:
chi2(6) = 101.153 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000
#® A #=1283
0 LEAR KR Y6 TR o
2.7 Rl 5 stagel i fF fhdck L R de T A
3BMI=#&E(2 7)+ £ F2(22)
4455 Tl s IR Z o
B* v xx xRk w4 10% ~ 5% ~ 1%z B ¥ R o
6B o5 TH M 2R TEZREW s FEHTRRS T8¢ 3
B R 5 TR e

46



Al FFEAFFRIEG S FRFFEFIETHR=2FLRLESHF 2

L

R M R L RGAL TS ehip 3 BN

FAREASIZARFIF - FEAFEFIRET o w  FHER2FL RAF
AEABFORENG TRNF - BEHBFALRFES AR P RIS P

BhE? B Ho B AFLEIRBEEFE L e BB U L BIRE

AR C g B E o ARG A I F R G e L o ST
BRI AT AR AL e R RE o R 2 5 ki) Bd lf’ﬁi%’%f?%dﬁ , 2
SRz A s AR E G R A R S o F R ¢ A s

(e thdc 1.213) fmd (irfF (8 1.009) @& B PG 57 -

e ff?ﬁ]: m%?lf’? 5% &7&% P 13}‘:,,7,(\ ) V%/ﬁ & #ﬁiﬁ% &F"E‘
LR O L SR RUER S Vsl xR L S N E N S

FRERPIFAFMZFRAG LD R FRAET L LB > NPT R

g H AR E RIS FALER R ARE REART X

fjﬁ%‘?ia‘%?%ﬁiﬁ S WIS EREE A 0 TR S A D

FHE T FRF L AEF S N0 (F2 - EFEF ) MEET L S5 ok
FEBE (TAHT R Y BEEFORIR & )]?r“ri’if'lm}’ﬁ FHC T A 4P
3 &7z (Bikhchandani ~ David & Ivo » 1992 ; Bernheim, 1994 ) » iz }* i 5 & 2% £
o GEEARLIGFIREFRII VARG E AL LU RDF R FRHAERES

RAES? AR A GFIAZRRERIRBLFLTER c FA PR T



WEARE Dy RF > #FLEFRLDFLPERALL R Fildhg
*RHG DT FE o

MEEXIF IR N FARG AL BEFAF L G B R d BT S
T F ORI Y o FR LB P OREAPTREE 0 S AR
IR S M EF R EE cRFL DI UM L BMIFREL - H
SRR OMNE S IR e EM G AP Ld 0 BMIRE ¥ 5 AR

L

i
A\

BATRGRAEE S BMI AR B 4 B Y ARPER o ARF A ARILE o VA F] G
0o BRSO SR F R o

T ppARFFIEPY SRR TREATEG PATIT L B d

S

BABFHE PR OF I PF I IR FHEF L o hl % o
PenfRg A AL FEAGEAE S VL ARG ERHAGTE o UK
B DIRRP o B AEEY 2 a T LB EPRIEIEDT L 0 P FR S D IREN
g 2 g 3 S K iR o PRk o BB AR REHDEE -
RHE G E L g B L5 7] (G fF 8 0.574)

EREF R R o CAKTRAZSFUFEFAHNRTREZ B Y RS
A WRE R FRADEL oA CRKTARRIRY LT E R F A
AR RARKTARLEY LT E R RE LA TR 0@ A
R EE A s AhFT R RIREHEL R o ¥ RuT 2 RE G
TRt ¥R 6 onRlo HE A G rhif B F R R EFORE -

Bz82 mismatal dkep (1=1234 »j=1234 > Vizj) Fih
Lot 4 2T (Likelihood ratiotest) 28 % 72 2 % (p; 20) ¥ L 7 2 AP R R

BMEDSE c 27858 ~vhif 53 SN2 T aBaiph -
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% 53 W=mAFFZEFLET B FI S {ofded F 2 2 §F 5 % (stagel)

B = i

B hip)

K= =3

P

% ¥ (S.E.)

%3 (S.E.)

¥ (S.E.)

% K (S.E.)

wHRLFTS
fe B i
B B- i
peRE- i
fe M- EEk
I 3

e R -
e R -
e R -
P F R - B
TR 1
A

LLx Sl

K- FF+4
B - g BMI
X A

N\ F A
P-@f\%ﬁl}a i+
- ¥ U

FERT R
¢ IREY T
X SV
A R T
X SV
Pl I

SRR TR

2878
5 ,ﬁ

L -1

REAE A
R Ak R

FHeT Fa 0y x
¥ 2521

1.176 (0.158)

0.603 (0.145)

0.594 (0.131)
2.717 (1.048)
-0.018 (0.004)
-0.024 (0.017)
-0.141 (0.124)

0.587 (0.161)

0.069 (0.173)
0.316 (0.181)
0.171 (0.166)
-0.117 (0.184)

-0.107 (0.214)
-0.187 (0.318)

-0.017 (0.019)
-0.635 (0.561)

*kk

*k*k

*k*k

*k*k

*k*k

*k%k

0.975 (0.156) ***

1.305 (0.461) ***

0.447 (0.138) ***

0.205 (0.111)

2.264 (0.741) ***

-0.001 (0.004)
0.000 (0.015)
0.117 (0.113)

0.267 (0.158) *

-0.161 (0.167)
0.169 (0.154)
0.165 (0.157)

-0.036 (0.156)

0.510 (0.186) ***

-0.001 (0.296)

0.004 (0.017)
-2.424 (0.551)

0.200 (0.670)

-0.186 (0.179)
2.562 (0.714) ***
-0.008 (0.006)
-0.014 (0.028)
0.188 (0.197)

-0.108 (0.293)

-0.480 (0.293)
0.193 (0.244)
0.436 (0.247) *
0.106 (0.250)

0.440 (0.283)
-0.009 (0.475)

0.030 (0.027)
% 1 183 (0.789)

0.552 (0.172)

0.449 (0.138)

0.102 (0.111)
0.029 (0.917)
-0.010 (0.003)
-0.036 (0.016)
0.279 (0.118)

0.466 (0.149)

-0.120 (0.158)
0.083 (0.158)
0.222 (0.152)
0.178 (0.163)

0.163 (0.197)
0.098 (0.255)

0.018 (0.017)
-1.376 (0.581)

*k%k

*kk

*kk

**

**

*kx

**

rho21(x%iF)
rho31(s &
rhodl(sezk ~
rho32(s 4

rhod2(sezk ~

2573
2573
2873
*hif)
*hif)

0.506 (0.059)
0.423 (0.123)
0.436 (0.074)
0.363 (0.997)
0.410 (0.062)

*k*k

*k*k

*k*k

*k*k

*k*k
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rhod3(iesk ~ »=4) 0.023 (0.098)

Log likelihood = -984.535

Likelihood ratio test of rho21 = rho31 = rho41 = rho32 = rho42 = rho43 = 0
chi2(6) = 107.536  Prob > chi2 = 0.0000

A #=1184
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# 54 Rz kA5 Fap3 § 8 (stage2)

B = s

= vhif

= Bk

%% (S.E.)

¥ (S.E.)

%% (S.E.)

¥ (SE)

FRIE(R & ¥K)
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F AR = hiE
e R -
e R S ek
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FEHIFT B
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R I H 72

Tl g AR
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#3070

1.462 (0.546)
2.776 (1.410)
0.212 (0.798)

1.237 (0.161)

0.530 (0.154)

0.580 (0.133)
-0.016 (0.004)
-0.199 (0.131)

0.456 (0.183)

0.165 (0.173)
0.192 (0.185)
0.025 (0.168)

-0.159 (0.189)

-0.458 (0.233)
-0.244 (0.312)

-0.027 (0.020)

*k*k

*%*

*k%k

*k%k

*k%k

*k%k

**

*%*

0.868 (0.377) **

3.425 (1.181) ***

1.747 (0.773) **

0.951 (0.159) ***

0.316 (0.149) **

0.154 (0.119)
0.010 (0.004) **
0.026 (0.121)

-0.025 (0.185)

-0.066 (0.170)
0.056 (0.158)
0.010 (0.160)

-0.075 (0.159)

0.378 (0.192) **
0.020 (0.297)

-0.006 (0.017)

1.420 (0.595)
0.719 (0.730)

2.111 (1.179)

1.322 (0.499)

-0.283 (0.688)

-0.361 (0.188)
0.003 (0.007)
0.082 (0.202)

-0.785 (0.378)

-0.393 (0.293)
0.074 (0.253)
0.302 (0.250)
0.079 (0.259)

0.199 (0.303)
0.128 (0.453)

0.024 (0.027)

*%*

*k%

**

1.354 (0.374) ***
-0.531 (0.559)
-0.305 (1.507)

*k%k

0.515 (0.171)

*k%k

0.389 (0.145)

-0.031 (0.118)
-0.004 (0.004)
0.350 (0.119)

*k%x

0.300 (0.160) *

-0.162 (0.161)
0.055 (0.159)
0.187 (0.154)
0.202 (0.163)

0.215 (0.212)
0.099 (0.259)

0.020 (0.018)

-1.353 (0.491) *** -3.341 (0.528) *** -2.122 (0.663) *** -2.529 (0.531) ***

rho21(v&iF)~ =7) 0.521 (0.059) ***
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rho31(sx 4 ~ ¥ 3F) 0.463 (0.113) ***
rhodl (i ~ ¥ #F) 0.376 (0.073) ***
tho32(s: 4 - *hiF) 0.361 (0.102) ***
rhod2(iesk ~ whiF) 0.404 (0.063) ***
rho43(iczk ~ =4 ) 0.031 (0.100)

Log likelihood = -966.980

Likelihood ratio test of rho21 = rho31 = rho41 = rho32 = rho42 = rho43 = 0:
chi2(6) = 112.360 Prob > chi2 = 0.0000

# A #c=1184

T LT AR Y6 FALE AR .
23R & 5 stagel i §F Ml L R AL A
3.BMI =1 & (2 )+ & F2(2 2)
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