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) C CES ( Constant Elasticity of Substitution
)
o=l o=l -1 =
u=|(0Ac +n0° +C~ (1)
1 >0 >0 06>0 =nn>0 A Q
o A . Rapaport( 1997)
Zabel( 2004) o
A r(A) r(A) A o
Y
r(A).o+C =Y (2)
(1) Q:
a Y
0=l (3)
n +r r
Q N .
0 r o
r A ry =dr/dA A rA
o O(us/A)"” (u/C) "7 q.r,
A
og.o 00’ Yl -
A = L 4
( 1 + no'rl —o') 1—(77]0. o r;’ ( )
(4) Ty TAA 0 Y
£
n o
6( ) n( )
A ( o ) o
(1)
Q N
rA; (2) 1 (3)  probit
;(4)
1.

45



H_ VALUE ( ) 60. 8 52.0 500.0 1.0 41.3
H_ SIZE ( mz) 75.3 70.0 240.0 6.0 32.1
HHLINC () 52 068 42 000 534 400 0 46 630
HHLINCF ) 40 868 36 110 | 124 692 9 540 16 554
HHTINC () 64 094 52 440 534 400 0 49 584
HHSIZE 2.8 3.0 8.0 1.0 0.8

1= 72 = 3
H_ TYPE
= ) 4 =
1 = 12 =
H_ TITLE 13 = 4 = 5 =
) 6 = ) 7 =
1= ;2=
H_ FUEL 13 = 4 = 15 =
6 =
AGE 45.2 46.0 64.0 20.0 10.2
GENDER 1 = 2 = 1.4 1.0 2.0 1.0 0.5
EDU 12.9 12.0 19.0 6.0 3.0
1 = 02
HUKOU
= 13 =
1= ;0
RENT 0.2 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.4
1=
CBD_ EMP ( 0.1 0.0 1.0 0.0 0.3
JAT) ;0 =
hedonic
JD_ FE - 0. 883 -0.764 0. 602 -5.130 0. 782
= In( H_ VALUE) -
H_ SV 4. 842 4. 870 6. 604 0. 390 0. 699
JD_ FE — H_ TITLE
IM_ R 0. 341 0. 306 1.336 0. 099 0. 150
iMills
IM_ O 1. 450 1. 486 2. 109 0. 385 0.230
iMills
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2007 ( UHS) .

152 (JD)
30 ~ 40 2459 91.5% ( HUKOU
- 1) 5.8% ( HUKOU = 2) 2.7%
(HUKOU =3) .
0 1
2 o
2
( ) ( ) ( ) (m*)
50.7 63.3 12.9 60. 4 75.2
(HUKOU = 1) (45.1) (47.9) (2.9) 82.7% (39.6) (31.4)
75.4 83.0 14.3 72.2 82.2
(HUKOU = 2) (63.0) (69.9) (2.6) 65.5% (58.4) (36.4)
48.9 49.8 10.0 49.9 65. 8
( HUKOU = 3) (41.6) (41.6) (2.4) 40-9% (49. 4) (42.0)
12459
2.
(H_ VALUE)
In( H_ VALUE) (In( H_ SIZE)) .
(H_ TYPE) . (H_ FUEL) . (H_ TITLE) (JD_ FE)
In( H_ SIZE)
o Hedonic 3 o
(JD_ FE )
(r,A) Hedonic JD_ FE (
) H_ SV(In( H_ VALUE) -
JD_ FE — H_ TITLE) .JD_ FE  H_ SV 1,
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3 Hedonic

In( H_ VALUE)
0.929 (3.6) ***
In( H_ SIZE) 0.960 (44.1) ***
JD_ FE In( H_ SIZE) ~0.081 (3.9) ***
H_ TYPE: 2 0.534 (2.2) ** 87.3%
H_ TYPE: ~0.523 (2.2) ** 2.7%
H_ TYPE: ~0.567 (2.4) ** 9.8%
H_ FUEL: 0.007 (0.1) 0. 8%
H_ FUEL: 0.009 (0.2) 68. 8%
H_ FUEL: ~0.038 (1.0) 27.9%
H_ FUEL: -0.260 (2.4) ** 1.3%
H_ FUEL: -0.100 (1.8) " 0.04%
H_ TITLE: 0.040 (1.8) " 4.6%
H_ TITLE: 0.142 (3.5) *** 3.8%
H_ TITLE: 0.033 (2.1) ** 33.7%
H_ TITLE: 0.095 (4.5) *** 33.8%
H_ TITLE: 0.040 (1.7) " 7.6%
H_ TITLE: ~0.062 (0.9) 1.7%
151 fixed effects
R 0.932
%% % 999 Sk ok 95% 909
JD_ FE
3.
HHLINC OLS 4 o
12.5%:;
.o 4
HHLINCF
o HHLINCF 9540 ~ 124692 ( 1) o
4.
( Smith Rosen  Fallis 1988; Henderson  loannides 1983; Fu 1991) .
probit 5 o

) o
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4 OLS

In( HHLINC)

7.684 (54) ***

(H_ SV)

GENDER = 0 ( ) 0.075 (2.6) ***
AGE 0.003 (1.4)
In( HHSIZE) 0.567 (13) ***
EDU 0.125 (21) ***
HUKOU > 1( ) 0.286 (1.4)
EDU" (AGE > 35) -0.007 (2.0) **
EDU" ( ) 0.002 (0.2)
R 0.257
Pk ok kr 99% Rk 95% F ol 90%
5
( ) RENT
2.581 (3.0) ***
In( HHLINCF) -0.355(3.9) ***
In( ( HHTINC + 1) /HHLINCF) -0.131 (3.2) ***
35 < AGE < =50 0.109 (1.2)
AGE > 50 -0.008 (0.1)
HHSIZE -0.045 (1. 1)
HUKOU > 1( ) 1.136 (6.9) ***
HUKOU = 3( ) -0.501 (2.5) **
GENDER = 0( ) 0.171 (2.8) ***
LR statistic (8 df) 127.3
Tk k ok 9% pRkD 95% E T 90%
probit iMills
IM_ R IM_ 0O
JAM_ R IM_ 0
(JD_ FE) 6,
JD_ FE o

10%

5%
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50

6
H_ SV JD_ FE
1715 (2.6) *** -10.118 (13) ***
JD_ FE -0.506 (32) ***
In( HHLINCF) 0.289 (5.1) *** 0.842 (13) ***

In( ( HHTINC + 1) /HHLINCF)

0.089 (3.4) ***

0.375 (10) ***

IT

35 < AGE < = 50 0.015 (0.5) 0.154 (3.3) ***
AGE > 50 0.005 (0.2) 0.404 (8.3) ***
HHSIZE -0.003 (0.2) -0.051 (2.4) "~
HUKOU > 1( ) 0.027 (0.2) - 1.089 (4.8) ***
HUKOU = 3( 0.170 (1.3) 0.435 (3.0) ***
RENT ~1.108 (2.7) *** 3.757 (7.3) ***
RENT" ( ) 0.064 (0.5) —0.495 (2.7) ***
CBD_ EMP 0.172 (3.5) ***
IM_ R RENT 0.271 (1.2) - 1.704 (5.7) ***
IM_ 0" (1 - RENT) -0.250 (0.7) 2.171 (5.5) ***
R 0. 494 0.175
Tk x kD 99% Dkkl 95% D 90%
(JD_ FE)

CBD
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