5428 454 9 R
JOURNAL OF MANAGEMENT SCIENCES IN CHINA

2025 9 H

Vol. 28 No.9
Sep. 2025

doi:10. 19920/]. cnki. jmsc. 2025.09. 003

RS R R RN T SRR

AR HER, aER

ISP

(1 EMPZIF AT, 1 2004335 2. M HURL Vo B A S0,
LHE 200433; 3. EMRECESSUERIISERE, 1 2004335 4. LIEAPELYRAERE, il 200436)

WE: AR ENIEH ) AER TIRT T IHAES I RAER P AR LT GER RS
F it AL Ay f ok A 30w )3 o W AR AR )M 5| K G sk BRI AT B A aF 2 R oy A2 A ik 4F
Fr A2 % R T LI B R 64 BE A - A AT AR (e R Copula F1#) FILT A RS E. LA H
T REA PR 69 ABAR, S AR B = )2 ) SUAE AR T R S B T - B A S (B 2k) vA & Copula £~
HEAE T IR, AL R T RS0 — S fe i L E A M. Gt i @, AT A R A EAK A

iR AR AR IR, MBI Gt B R IR IR R T A AT, Bl B T i &

ok, A

MR ELT AR BGEFRA L KA ARR Z 1) 69 5% . 3833 24 TS AMA AT
TAEABRAAET T RILRST. B, AT REAE T F BT kB R T4k d =ik

Bl LR AL, R IL T AR 69 5 R A4

K SMEs = ; BHRESE; mEE; Copula F
HESZES: F064.1; F244 CERFRIRAE: A XEHS: 1007 -9807(2025)09 —0035 —17

0 3| 3§

TEL TR, T MAAAE AP AT, Bt
FEHEACAY FE L I 22 2 T e A A AR Bl AL 4 1)
B LLT IR R i, A S AR A S 3 T
Z:5 TARWE, A eI T8 Bt Rl A2
HE ML — D AERELAY A SR e, T E
FEREAS B B AR REHLAY. BF 58 2R E R T n]
WL A4 50 2 28 AR AS 0B 4% )t T i 5 507 31
SIS RAFE 2. AT, & 2 1R 2 ka5
Unuf FEAN RIS RY B Hh B TEAE AR e [ 7= A
otz . e JL 4RI RRST  REAR PR AL
JCA A AR BEAUREAS (R RBL A A RO 1k, IR 425
R At A 23 B 2 SR A AR B T2
@FHU—B]'

SR, _F I REAS BB BRI 14 SCHR B R AR T

@ Y HIE: 2022 - 11 -15; &7 H Y. 2023 - 06 -26.

HGIUH - EZ A RPRE A YT (71833004 ; 72333002; 723420345 721730835 72103126) 5 Hh s i AR SEA R L 55 3% 9E & i 4k 4

(2023110077).

(EL DRSS A 11, 0 0 [ DE S LA 1 )
SCHRADARN Bk = . 3 for B 18] I B 57l Koenker ]
Bassett' " $ 1, F T 208 A 407 A T8 725 k) o it
BAR B S R A kS S R
HE AR #5705 - 249 DR SR AR A ], 205 5 [m] U ]
DA A i s, 220 1 A 7 5 PE (individual heteroge-
neity) . DA 907 i S f6i], BIF 0 & 76 3506 A1 A HE 42
TALRE R BIZE X L8 B 28 [l 5 SR A
Bl =] LS B R0 20R 1Rl AR 0 S B
RIS FIRE 17K P B 20F [ 10 22 5. ANt
E 4 il DA S B v (A T 3078 A SR o A S5
FEH, WPIFFEXS G BT Ak A 07 B 1Y) S Jo P PR ARy
Pra @ H RIS A Blanfe et ss b, 2
ALE R AT R T A B S i 3 XU AR AN [8] 734
ALE F RS TR 2 MR, B 3 A 0 R < i XL

EIRER: &FRF(191— ), B, BA, Mit, Bl Email: polaris@ 163. sufe. edu. cn



wom

¥ o IR 2025 429 H

B AT BT S R AR B BT AL 4y
AL R, AT R AN ] B SR, DA T B A S50
SEINI Tl B bR € 07, ks v B SR A (B Y
TG R, ACHIF 5T AR TR AT LA ok 221 i 5 —
S oML I, X6 R DG 28 A B SR 4 i ke 2
—EWIHESIAE . 7EC A STk, 20 (7 8 m] HHE R
TIPSR PR A 0. HE 3 IR B PE T
A H1 Arellano F1 Bonhomme ™ # Ht | Ho e — i M
ESHERIVOE TIEIE T ik #0m 22, JF a5 i T4
HBCE TRIE T S8l orik.

AWEFE H bR 7 5 Ay i 2 1 150 e (37 B30
PSR B Af 1 [0) 8. Arellano 1 Bonhomme ™' 7EA;
TR G o BB B 25 ) — Bl 14t (H
J&, 1 Robinson'™! fifi& , Arellano 1 Bonhomme'**’
HP AR R T TR A T I ™ B A A 2R R XU, A
1M A] BE P E AT 45 RA 2 flan, 7 L5 #E )
WFFE b BIFSE AT 3 DA A 4F 8 %) T 98 A 52 i)
SEARLRAPERY , DR 28 30 41 I8 7 — R T AR Y
PEAT IR Ak B 5 0T LAAE — e RE G2
REASURVBE XS, {HATS 9K TC 15 o i 4 B2 4 08 9 AR 46
PESZIR. 5 Z AR BE  ASBIFTE 4t 0 I e AR R ] L)
A R RIX — 0] R AR SEBRv , ASIETE IR T 4R
TERRBAS ) B A ROBOC &, Feivr H DUE BB A0k
S NSO, DT S IR B b 3 1 45 08 75 [
AT FEH AR PR W A58 SR FR 7045 Hh 45
18, RIAF 08 SEAFAE 38 AR RS I, DR I 42
K Arellano £l Bonhomme ' ) 77 1 ] e 2 S5
TS RA—B0 AL, E NI SRR B, A8
RERARLR R R A I R A T il
BN 5 R B R XA R IR LR
LI 5 R 4 T T TR TR R B 2 Y
e IO A R U A5 S R 0 B AL 3 1 1)
YLk AR s Wolak ™ BF 5% 1 35 [ fin 1l 48 )2
SN SEA T HL A5 5 X H T SR s, I
R RRAN H X H a0 SR AE AR AR LM 52
Ui ; Charnigo 2 ' 5% i R HE RS TUBIF 52 1 1 4 7k
SRR VT E S e R 2R, e B A8 2 A 0 o 0 1 1
TE WM AR AL A, 58 AR BOE 153
PGB AR, (BAGTT A SR AE I, Rl 25
T8 74 B03H 58 (curse of dimensionality ) [i] 3.
1, AR AR S A A B R B , — 5 THI AR T
ESEAG T B, k8 4R HIGH S SR 1 115 55

— T, fE—ERE EIFK T Arellano Fil Bonho-
mme'** Jy i Hp AT REAFAE ARSI 154 8 XUBS: , 4278 1
flTH R RS . AW 98 BB AL BT DL T 20
BT 8 B A TR AR A AH DG IR 5, e 0 A
W28 5 A T 2 W IR i 28 78 R0 2 1 5 0 I, A F
FERIBBLA AT LA 53 A 0 26855 B 1) S o k52 i
GBS AT LA S £ b i it 2878 3 A A L 21 2R IX 3k
FROEAYARZRAE R MR, Sy DR SR e 1) 5 R s g 4 3L
A MERE S

el L B, ARG R A Arellano F1 Bon-
homme " HH H (15 35 , 38 3 b 45 R 7 R D B i
PO IS IR 5 S5 A R B (5] 40 Cop-
ula pRE) HRABIE M 5% , I 45 S A% ek Bl 11 LA
BT~ AT 7 36 R A T AR v () S8 T A
W RIAL T DB o Z2 0 Ak 1], B e Al T i Y
Wrin b 22 XN A%, R HRAE A T 272
1303 BB R AMNG M2 WUR R RS
oAbt sl AR Z N E RS 80 . I, AR50k
Wt AES 5 H B (nonparametric bootstrap ) 3
TR Uy 2295 M T Ge it e, ke fe 1 HHEAG T
B M FH. AN, ABFSE R 4 T R
LA BOE AR FE T, DA R 130 B 78 52 B [5] #
Hh R A S O 22 R A AL BEE 1 & BILPE. ASBIESY
ST T INAETE T T Mo B AR L i 2
PEIT DL BE PR Z [ YR R TERAMEVOE T, i
—BTHE TR T ] oK BT VA i TR N AR, O HL
WA AR R 2 AR 2 5 A D AR R I 2 P A
R SXFER] DR A 98 45 Hh B A 1120 SRR A T
it

1 =BT

1.1 #EBEHEE

AMFGE £ BRI UNT (L PR AR

Qy- (11 X) = X, By(7) +gy(Xp37) (1)

D =1{p,(Z) =V} (2)
Hrb Y© OBISTE (Latent) 7225, X = (X,,X,) ,D
DL Z G ap I AR 5 V o AN A I S 3, 1 - |
FKom BUME R 10,11 1Y 48 75 R 2L (indicator
function). 4 d,, d, 5d, 7 FEz X, X, 5 Z
M ZE%L.



59 1

JEE BT A - AW o R B A Al -5 B

Y=Y %D-=1 (3)
PRI AR BIF 5 T LAOULIN 3 1) A2 B8R 5 R (Y, D, Z,
X)JFHE D = 1 BAWEEA REL I 2] 75 A2 4
Yoo R RO R, 3k E o s B ml 1)
BRL, H Q. (71 X) FOREE X, A E R AL 7Y
W 7 S 0iEL g AT REL?. (1) JB TRt
SR R RETY A G | AT R R e, , FRVFS
WX, Z ARG, BAT AR AR (S HI, 5
YIS ), NTITRRAIR 1 SRR B i RS, 0 (2)
VEFEIT AR, Hop, (+) RN BR AL TR e A
JedE2RsE. A (3) FoRsEFMEN (Y D = 1
I, ASBTFE A RENLI 2] Y.
1.2 #®ER7|

AR B, AW IT BB e FE 5 R P AN ]
PURIIIEY ) KT i - N e e B I

V ~ Uniform(0,1) (4)
SEbr B(4) FFARXS B E AT 2 0. T po
JEAT RN RS, ASBIFFE R LAXS e 5 05 A A7 40
MR

D =1{p(Z) =V}
L (po(Z)) = F (V)|

1{p(2) = V| (5)
HA s S B AR = F (V) IRAPRERS)

G3AE, Bp(Z) = Fy(po(Z)) ATJRAT 3 A kg
PRI, 50 B e 26 7 o S ) ORI 4 3351 V R
W (4), AT FHE TR (5) HATEM A
e, KV ISR VR

Sy T O R R R R R 1 R, A 5T
BR(1) Sk S W

Y =X;,30(8> +go(Xy58) (6)
Horpr e AN HE S50, FLi 2@
g ~ Uniform(0,1) (7)

HEAM, 2q0(X58) = X, By(e) + g (Xy5e), Hirh
o (+57) KT ok, AHFF BN M vk
BB

(X,Z) 1 (&,V) (8)
TR (2) X (3) KR (6) ., (8), AWFFR

CIEG
P(Y< X, By(7) +g(X;57) I D =1,
X=x,7 =2 =P(Y" <X B(r) +
go(Xysm) I D =1X =x,Z =2)

=Ples7tI V<=py(2),X =x,Z =2)

=Plestl V=p,(z))

= C(7,py(2))/ py(2) 9)
Hp (-, -) Fom(e,V) MRG0 k% T
FEREARERE S, B e 5 V AHSC, B C(7,
Po(2))/ po(2) # 7. X(9) MR T LA h 77
PP IR VAR Y™ B SRS AL 7 X 3 )
PUUR G o 5% S S AW - G N = )
(rotation) , Hmk Gt 2N 7 = C(7, p,(2))/
po(z). BRI AW FE o] AHEWT, X FAEE 7 e (O,
D),Y" B8 r KBS YSRED = 1 5
C(7,py(2))/ po(z) FFAFIAIE—B B, it
A FEHNTE WG S5 A 530 i Z (B B 5 DG 2%, A
AL AT A F R By (1) gy (Xy57).

T e 5 VA, PR B AT X5 40 A bR
B AT RO W ME. AR Sklar i@ 2, X T HA
S G5 3 AT TG 23 A eR, A AR ME— B
Copula pRELC™ (-, +) fHi15

C(e, ) =C(F.(+),F,()).
Copula pRELC™ (-, +) i@t Sklar & PR S 7341 bR
BN o34 BREOBR R AR, I HIER G 0 e T H
AHRAERPE IS 42 1 Copula pREUITIRE. I &
5 VI QRO , AF5E n] DL i
Copula pREOHARCHERTHEEL T e 5 VA5
PRER A1, ] €, +) = €7 (-, ) FITRATESRE
TRAYBHEH AR S A AL C (-, )
Copula K%L 7% Arellano Fll Bonhomme AR
fise Copula R A FRAERFZEL p, KRAE.

C(7,po) =C(7,py; po) (10)
Horh po 4EECRd,. 30(10) 585 A BRYER S HL
po ZIEHL S Z [A] ARG, # — D R AR ES
B3 A1 R B T ) UG AL Sy TR 5 1) 2 5 T 1)
L G ARG SCIRC g it T — RV 2y

@ WTg HRRM, KL By AL H B
® AR AT MBS E X I, & BRARATEARMER 23 0 A0 th TAEARTY 505 FE S AR Y , NI ARBF e e K (7) PRI T4 AF
ESy 7



wom

¥ o IR 2025 429 H

Y Copula pREIX ETE 2, 445 Gaussian Copula,
Frank Copula % ( H {k o] & #% Nelson'™
F Joe! ).

TN B (1) 5 po gy (ay57) ,ABITELS
Hh AN AR A

Rig1.1  friea(7) 5:0(8) Mo, H Z

BT A X AR Z &R A, X, PR

FETESLLAE.

BRig 1.2 C(e,vip,) Fm(e,V) WEKEG >
i RS 2 0=<c, <, <1 INO<e¢, <, <1,C(e,
v3po ) TEM) UUAR I BE T 4 %) i 2L, g8 R [ ¢,
e, ] x [ey,ep ], Hi B oA IR ARHER 5] 73 A1

BRI A RBUMTELE, (- %)
W v, B (1) S (vim) KT 7 PER IS

Cle,v; py) KT e MBI

RiZ 1.4 5 258 Z 03488 p(Z2) =
P(D =112) > 0KMEHR1 H®7.

fieise 1.1 f3 25 S7 PR AR B, R BR P i i
(exclusion restriction) DL J A 5¢ 4 4 Mk R i%.
HEBRPE AR B2 PUN By SR . fiRise 1. 2 R4 T
AP (e, V) BG4 R g S Hh 2%
O3 AR 1.3 BRY " S B B Y
FAIRVE. B 1. 4 REEAS R P ) R,
BIR ] 5 50 ) 75 20 oK K po (2) B SCHE I, PRAIE T
X (9) LA F.

TIRGIFEEAN W] T X T Copula bR R
il A5, )2 U E BEUE B Y 66l 4 G (7,
Pos o) = C(7,py; Po)/Po,&%%%ﬁXﬂng%iﬂjz- [F]
W2 F5 o 56 BRIEREy oy, 56 RT

— A R AR iR 1. 3 PRIIE T3 R %R
AFELENE.

SIFEL.1 WARRBEL. 1 ~ ik 1. 4 o7,
T (x,2,,2,) € 2 xZ xZ,

FYIIJ:I,X,Z(F;l\l):l,)(,Z(T| x,zz) | x,z,) =

G(Gil(T,Po(zz) po) > Po(z1) 5 py) (11)
FIBLL 1 hz, Sz, BCHEE 2 PREER

HY. ?UéﬁF[‘ﬂi@zuTﬁii BPZ 9 X 05
I 4508 X = 2 IRNWAE T Z = 2, NITA
K1) A PIMESE T 7

2 =2 =2 lz—rﬁﬂ://

@ 5|28 1.1 RUEMT AT A AR

I HAEAE M. iy X (1) 5 A4 AR A 5
BT REB, (1), po B Sg, (%, 57) TCIEPU.

FETRBCL T AMRDBE L. 4, ARHF5E KRB /R
B By (7) 5 po L Beg (oy57) , BIANALRE IR 51 He J
TH— XA ARIEEC(9) wIH, A RAHIE T RE U
Copula pR%, 5%, Copula 24X p, , AW 58 5L BE IR 7
Bo (1) SHgo(ay57). BARANI T IO H i 5
LT o, (HH 3T AR AU R T
B B AWFFEE— 2D 25 1T 51 W R ] S TR
ﬁann%lfﬁl LRGN By (7) , po LA gy (2557)
It Holh AT — PR AR RE DRAE U 45 3R T

BiZ1.5 &P, Fmp,(Z) AR LIT
PHAS S A 22— 2.

(i) fftEz e Z ffifgp,(z) = 1.

(ii) 75 A& — DI XA, I BT A 1Y
7 € (0,1),bi%lp, »C(7,po3py)/ po TEHALIX[H]
P SE AT (real analytic) pR%X.

EELL WUREE L 1 FIEGR 1.5 J8a7, )
Bo(7) 5 po LA Lgy (xy57) R

ERR WS el 1.5 (i) mar. ik
" e ZWiRp(z") = L HRERDGC (1,1
po) = 7 AER (1) HARIFIES 2, = 2 Dz, =
2" ARSEA
G<7',Po(z)§P0) =FYID:1,X,Z(F;IID:I,X,Z(Tlx’Z* ) | x,z)
P po FTPRS. AR G (9) ATHIB, (1) Hgo (23
) ANl

e 1.5 (i) Bz RBAFAE 7 — > R RERY
ZHp # po R (1) ~ R (3). AR (1) %
T (pi,py) € 7 x AT 17

G(G_1<T»Pz; Po)s Pis Po) —

G(G™ (, prsp)s prsp) =0
i, A& R IF X EZR (L) T
& e (0,1), K%
(p>p2) HG(G_1<T’P2; Po) s Pis Po) —

G(G (T,p250) P15 P)
ST, I EAE(L L) x (1, 1) FET0. 3
TSLARHT R B, HAE(0,1) x (0,1) _FAbib
0. 4p, = LT FHAp, e (0,1) LIRAT



59 1

JEE BT A - AW o R B A Al -5 B

Ere (0,1),

G(7,pys py) = G(r,p5p) =0

BHALYp = py BERSL. Bt 1RSI, I H
Bo (1) gy (y57) ARATPL.

1.3 REUMGIT

ANRELEH By (1) 5 po LA Legy (y57) FIR
AT AEBR. Sy 7 S M BRI A 2P B AT
Fefsa(9) AN E MR AR S RIE L
B, D(uYsX; Bo(7) +8,(Xy37) | —)] 0 (12)

G(7.p0(Z) 5 py)
HA G(7,pos po) = C(7,po3 po)/ posExs TG
E(X,Z) WA 4 & = (Y,D,X,Z) W =
(X,,2). FETX2), APF5E 0] LA i 515
M

E[m,(&; By po>&osPo )Xy =2,] =0

Em, (&5 By pos8ospos7) =0
H
my (&5 Bos Po»8osPosT) =

D( LY < Xl Bo(7) +go(Xy57) | _) ,
G(7,p0(Z) 5 py)
m, (&5 Bos Pos8osPosT) =
D(l%YsX; Bo(T) +gy(X,37) | ‘)¢<W).
G(T9P0(Z);p0)
1 BiRAE o () W EHIRE HEEChd,. 724
TE By Mpy, ZJi,3N(13) ATLIEESEX, = x, 1Y
A o3 A B I A R — B AR AR MR IR T
A (13) AEZE T By M po ZJa , ABFFEAT LA 5
g MRS T S 2 05 AT ARG AR
AR 25 F X (14) SRR AL T B, H po. LIS
&), By 5 po MR Z W] 05 A d, =
dy +d,. BARERE TP IRATR.

FB|L 5 AT BT 75 23 pRER
po(z) =P(D =11 Z = z). CHRAH ILA AL
o7, H— 2R R g — RS HT g,
Bllpo (2) = p(z3my) , @il 25, RAFHI
RS BRI, Blp (2) = p(z5m). B—2K
MR ARS RO, A R EORAE T A . 7
ABIFFE BRI al LA

(13)
(14)

@

NfAIE S AR FAEESCH R BL(X, Z) B dEse

p(z) = 2 DK, (Z —z)/znl K, (Z, -2)
ik, Hof

K, (Z-2) = hiézk(zh‘ ?)

dy

1 (L -z
SRCs
pr LA™

d. 2 Z HER R () B AL RS, S8
Jr B HAAE TG AP BRI A, Al i I Sk
JEEPRHLIRFEASE 0 A 4 7 B0, e o2 i X B
BT SBT3 KURS:. JE 24l
T A A AE S, Jo it X BRSO AT e Al
THE AR AR, AR A THAR X 52 5, AEE4ERGH
SUIRIEL, FLRAEAVE BT B4 S AR S 1 At
AR 1 AR AR S E AT 7 2.

P2 T 13) , ARWTR R EOT
EokAliite, BREMAE D HSp KT e (0,1), K
e

g(x,3b, p,7) = arg(llnin S, (al %,,b, p,7),
s

Sulalbopor) = 3 D(C(rp(Z)ip) -

1 Yigxiib +af )X(Yi_xiib_a> K, (X;—x,),
K, A2 Rk B

1 . /X, -x
K, (X, -x,) :ﬁk( 2h 2)

_ L e XZ.& — X

B h"ZH k( A )
d, X, 4EEL BT HARRES,, PR FIESHOE
KM Hkp, I ELE AR RELS,, %F o RIS,
S BORFEARNE T AT A5 T B4R AR S
% Horowitz ™ i BB, Xt H AR KRS, Y95
TREREC L - TR AL, ARE(s) N A% R

A(s) = f E(e)de

WAh, AR Fm AC) XEREE 55, BRtg, (952 BR
TN
;;r\(xz; b,p,T) =argmin §1"(a l %,,b, p,7),

S — B AT R (X, Z) MBS R



it

pLiI

2L 2

2 o2 2025 4E 9 /1

Hor

e 1 n
S, (al x,,b,p,7) = ;; D, x
X,b+a-Y,
)
h
(Y:I _X;ib -a) K},(Xzz - %)

TEI L
1 n
MZn(b’ Pag,P,T) = ;2 mz(fﬁb,l)
i=1

g(3b,p,7),p(+),71)

MF 7 e (0,1), ABFSE T LI sk i T ik 5/
’ﬂﬁ l"ﬂﬂtﬁﬁ Hﬂ"fﬁﬁ‘ﬁo Lﬁpo-

II[}i]n‘|M2’l(b’ P’éj’l?ﬂ') ||’
Hor ||« [ FREOL A, A TR ()
Fip (7). B Fp, B 254k, ABFGE AT LLE s T ik
SEA

p = #LTZT p(1)
AR AR A RO, Fo T R A RN T
SRS b5 #T Fem ety T I HEAKL

eI AHESEARA B(T) Al p 7115

g(xy37) = g(x,; B(7), p,7).

Mﬂﬂ&hm—A(

2 KEARERESHHER

2.1 fEHEMES
AMEFE L LT R AT
1Fii§i2.1 {Yi’Di’Zi’Xi}?zl @Ilﬁlﬁ}%ﬁ
Ri%2.2 XTEEre (0,1),8,(7),p, )8
FE2s] B < Lo N, H B x Lo C 2% x
R, 2y 55 ZYRNERX, 5 Z WP, 2 %
2 CR" xR"“.W.2; 5 2 " HAR

Bi&2.3 kKN LHEEE, I ENNS
WO R B TEh, b, kWi feh, o< n™% h o< 0”7,
o n™ 3:H

()1/(4L) < o, < 1/(24d,);

(ii)1/(4L) < o,1/(4L) < o

(iii) dyo + o < 1/2;
(iv) dyo +d, o0, < 1/2.
Ri%2.4 XFLEEr e (0,1), B%kHEE

(8o (+37),po(+)) JBTAS[E] & x 72 WAk, W TFAE:
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H (alx,,b) = E(fYXz\DX](Xib +
oa,x, | D,X,)D)
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(b.p,g.p) W TR —BOELERD. Bk 2.6
TR PG, T ha(14) e 11
G AR BAX O TE B 2R R 5 T M
B 2. 7 &Rk AR, DRUE T W I B Oy 22 R I AT
W T LA EARBEA, T LAGIE R AN T R B AT

EE2.1 QR 1 ~ R LS DIk
W21 ~ R 2.7 O, M TEE 7 e (0,1),

I (B(r) =By(7)) —'N(0,2,()),

LR

n(p = py) —'N(0,92,).

SR W 220, (r) 50, R
PRl
2.2 ZritiEl: BENE
N T AT HERT , AT AL T
7950, (7) LI, FH3s i H R B (5 0
EFL2. 1 PR, B (7) ,po MAhTT AL
po VAL gy M6, DA 3 B0 e U3y 22 56 4 1)
T8 52 A, A9 B AN T i U O 26 9 1
Q,(7) 509, BIAEF EME A 1 ke E ARG T
J5 2%, SO R T — 265 i R R ARS8 A 1)
¥ (nonparametric bootstrap) , i 33 5 il AF S 44 i
MR BAF X . ABFSE S % Chen %77 iy
FROG 4518 R 2 7 B B ¥ R & B (validity
of bootstrap).

/7\{&* “‘l=1 = | YO LDULZ XD Fonid
AT T N IE IR FEA €1 1. T BEPLAE K
OB REAS , LB 2 U P E X p” g
B p” SRy, g0,y po HET TANFERY BEAS
B3 2 A AT E®. A4 Chen 77 rthig B B, A
WFSE T 40T & B . B Bk iy & 3.

EHE2.2  WISER L ~ 1S LR
W21 ~ (R 2.7 o, W THEE 7 e (0,1),4K
WM EEP”

Jn(B* (1) = B(7)) ='N(0,0,(7)),
DL

Jn(p® -p) —'N(0,9,).

SEFE 2.2 WL B T ASHEST AT AR A B
WA B(7) LUK p HBISIKIA. TR (1)
LR 9 ZAR L AT 8 1. 3 5 b 1
~ PR3 S SRS T P T, R
SRV AR . ST R 2. 2 AP Sl
B e A X I g LA A Bt

$B2.1 Mla, | —a] P44 Rk
& THENAMLA MRS o a e (0,172).
HEF L3N PETL -3, FEEr e T,
B(1) Hp.

$B2.2 WEERKEB XTI =1,
B it A T [ RE Dy i MU A 1 £ 1

W23 A TFE—4UREAR £ 11, L&
TE T e T,ﬂ‘ﬁ[?b* (1) l—?/;:

2.4 MFEET e 1,5 Xoy(7) Ho,
SMETFIR ()L Hlps 1, MREA bR
W B(T) Hp iy 100(1 1) % EEAT-HIEFX
1814351

[B(r) £a,(r) @' (1 - 1/2)]

DL

(pto, @' (1 -1/2)]

Ho @(+) AR E RS ) SR A R
2.3 BHEERR

ESRATIFFA 10 IR PR R 1 532 7T AR AT
Tl R f P DA R TR 52 4% ) IR , (L
WRAR RSy ¢ LRPER , ABF T Aol H- 4
SRS HRCR. TRIFEA /N A BFSC 4R

5 Chen %07 By e ol (B8 2. 4 R (g, p) P FOGHE AR 5 F AR BRI $m, 15T (g, p) IDEIERRE SURISE. ABRTEH i Fmy %
F g, p) KIGH, INILTTZ T (g, p) MOGHTEEL LI AL BEHLAE BEEE Se i
TEB B m B R T8 B — BUE LEAE BUE O X TAERIERUF S {6F W 6 = o), HE K > 0 LA SH 0, LI N AR AL

E[ sup  m(&;0) - m(&;0) |2} < Ké.
I1o-01ks

10 Hall Fl Horowitz' ), Mammen % Chen %37 ik, B, p* MM 438 3 s Ay A Jal , Ao Bont AR BB AT 0 L. L
PRIERTT I Chen %57 it (2). Tip ™ , g* MR IEAE A , A8 SR L — Sl S1CH 1 i 2 — 52 A PR BT

EFL2.1 ~ EM 2.2 WA A I EE R,
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— B ST R A T iR R
Ho:V (x,,7) e X, x (0,1),3£(+), 15
g (x,57) = 5,0 (7).
A5 AR H X A 28 PR B )
Hi: V¥ (x,,7) eX, x (0,1) RIk (),
go(%y37) # x2§<7')
FRE N N R R ST
[gy(,37) =20 (1) ]* x
Y_nj o) dx,dr  (15)
et g U H, , b o (-, +) IRGE R AR
R IR GE i Y #2000 B, BB AR T
Hi4E Arellano 1 Bonhomme'?! | AHF 55 7] 1) #1551
() MR (7). FESEBR o T IR, A
R R w(x,,7) = fi, (%) 17 e TH/#T1E
AT BB, FoH A () FORX, ms I Y. AQ
Aftiittg (-, ) BIREC) ZJa, AT TG
5 (15) XA TR IS

V= Z X e - Xg(n) )’

HF R A IR G /R S A
PRI, BRI ACBIFSE 5% Lu Al White ™) {1 8L , i
o T A RE 7 R G 43

Lo =5, TR —ATERUTH], M n— oo, Hoih
Bs/n—0LIfs— o, X5

T (xy,7) = g(xy37) =2, L(7)

T2 g 3 AT A7 K B 4 Tk 4 A 1 EL A
IR,

TB2.1 HEERKREB X TE=1,-,
B 3 sk A T I RE 7 2 R AR I s TR AR
(Y,

Dy Zy Xohsoy , HARFREEE SCAN,.

$B2.2 Tk =1, B HRAKEALY,,
Dy, Zy, Xylio 8 I xy,r), FFELH
/’?/L(xz,r)

$B|2.3 KRG R L F A8

P = g3 S 3 LA -

ieNy

.%(XZL.,T) ]’ < t}
AWIFFE AT L3 A 9 e 1 i e 3 A L

SRR JEE (B L. A T 5T 1 B KT
5%. FRLIEF, (V) = 0.95, MG IS5 H- (9
T ASEA I, T AT LA D58 I o A s 0 R A BT S 4
SRR, DM eh A7 AR LR P ) B, S 2 AR AR

3 REM

ARWFFELESS 1T e A T BR R AR S
FHF A3 N AE PR ) . A9 25 B 437 43 1]
HREAIEC(2) ~ (3) P&

V' o= X, By(7) +e (16)
IFHX, 5 e MK, H

Ple<O0l X) #1
LGS AR A PN A P TR i R A R PN A 42 [
R T AR Z , SCHRH R LI — Py vk 2 2 0
BRBEN O BBX, = (X)), (X)) Herhy
FORNAEAS R X N AMEAS R AR BXT
T RA Lt

X' =E[XIIR] +X, =¢(R) +X,

Horp R Syl W A AR 8, X, Fs AN ml LI 3
T R

Q.(t1 X,,X,) =0.(71 X,) =g,(X,57)  (17)
HRE (17) AHFFE AT LR (16) AR

Y' = X, By(1) +gy(Xy37) + & (18)
Hp i shmie = e - go(X,57) Wi

P(e6<01X) =1
BEBS AR 04— A AR TS TE T 1 St 213 45 mT 05
AL 0 7 A 175 T T 118 i 26 2 o7 28 [ 1A 45
Bl TR R AR, 5 (8) TR TE AR
SME B AN O . S BE Arellano I
Bonhomme ™" | AHF T4 H R IR A& P 37 VAR

Z1l(e, NI X (19)

HT e B Z S T X P iocE. R
i (19)  xFK(9) AL B RS

P(Y < X, By(7) +gy(Xy37) I D =1,

X=x,Z=2) =P(e<0l V<p,(z),

X=x,Z=z) =P(F, (| X)<F, (0)IV<p,(z),
X=x,72=z2) =Plestl V=py(z),

M  ARYE Lu A1 White! ! a[ %0, AU BRAL o (v, ,7) ?ﬁ&%’zﬁf w (o, 7)doaydr = 1 JIVAJ. PEAAD R AR B S S B A ) O A T R K, e BRAG 06
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X =x) = C.(7.,po(2))/ po(2) (20) (Y, = X,b - o) K, (X, —x,)

Hipe = Fy (el X) IRISAEBRIER 5190
C.(-, ) Fm(e,V) HEX = x WG 70 s
(BFRZ&AF Copula %) . 15X (20) AT A1, AWFF
RR IS S 1A AR LAY 28 R AT Al T [
FEdL, A5 AR B Copula bR 4 H1 R 12 Hp,
PE.

C.(7,p0) = C.(7,p0; py) (21)
261, pos py) = C.A7, pos py)/ po- MRAE
2 (21)  ABFE AT LA BN A0 R 46 554

E[mlE(§9 Bo» Pos&osPo-7) | X, =2,] =0,

Emy (€5 By pos8&ospo7) =0

Horp

mf(é‘:v Bo sP0 580 5P sT) =D(1{Y$X; Bo(7) +

g (Xosm) | = G (m,po(Z) 5 po)) smy (€ 5 By s

Po >80P0 sT) =D(1{Y<X, Bo(71) +gy(Xy57) | -

Gy (7,00 (Z) 5 py) ) (W)

BARRY AP IR T

BB G
Xy = Xle _Z(Ri)
flittX, , Hrp

((r) =3 X0 K (R =)/ 3 K (R =),

(R = r) = o B=T)

K d
hi hy

hg

dpg

—L I. RS_rS
'h;{RH k( )

s=1 hR
Aih dy Wy R AR
SW2 AZ, FRZ, PIX, BB, B
po(z) EIEE

P2 =Y DK, (Z-2)]Y K, (Z-2)
= =

fli 4521,

WB/3 HEEED Sp, M T e (0,1) 4
g, (xy5 b, p,7). SHBE2 B, AR A

gAE(xz; b, p,7) =argmin S\ﬁ,(al %, b, p,7),
Hrp

Si(al xy, b, p,7) = % D; x

i=1

<X;,b +a- YL.>) y

(G0 p" (205 p) = A5
h

$R4 £
A) 1 . A
M;n(b, P’g,P,T) :;Z m;(‘fi; b’ P>

i=1

g5 b,p,7),p(+),7)

Hif g = (Y,,D.,2). T 1 e (0,1), KB
L SR AT i ME TR 518, 15 po.
winlE (b, o, &, 77 |

IR B (r) Fip” (7). Feldh, AHF5E AT
DU T

p' = #LTZT p" (1)

AR A A

BJ5 ABRTARA B (1) Fl p* AlfE

& (xy3m) = " (x5 (1), p'or)

M SRS B AT L% B, R T A A
PRV 8 TR K A X, R, R
ARSI AT A K, T X 533
Wi( e, V) ZIAHIE, B A T Copula 5
BORFE X 2 J5 0 2150 B S, T /S T2 6 4
P4 BB 2

4 # Hl

TEATT R Gl i — R B SRR IR, Ul
HIAWTSEAE 1.3 Sy rh R Aol B R4/
FEASPEITT, DT 28 H A 305 27 S vp 1 Al A5
AR TR (6) FIk#E Iy X (2) e,
AW 5T 75 I8 W AN 5] 1) £ s A i A (data
generating process, DGP) , Fo— LR PRI &

Y* =X, +X, +e,D = 1{X, + X, + X, = V|

SRERIEE XS L, 45 5307 e P B 2R
HX,Bo(e) = X, , HHARBIITLB, () =B, = 1.
LRI J g (Xy,e) =X, +o BEFETTRE
po(Z) = po(X,, X, ,X5) = X, + X, + X5 HZ W
LNERT B E

V" =X, +X, +sin(X,) + ¢,

D =1{X +X, +X, =Vj|

525 —H DGP ML, AW 98 2% 18 T AR AR
BERBE , Htg, (X, ,e) =X, +sin(X,) +e& A
T Xy MMAREIEZS 341, X, 5 B — 357
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i B(1,0.5) ,JFHX,, X, 5X, Z[A| B A7 B
PRI (&, V) BRAERG IEZS 204, HAROC R AL
po =0.5. Jehb, ATIMBAHLAS R (X, X, X, ) S5
LA shIi (e, V) Z I8l HARphST.
Zk%*ﬂi%’fﬁﬁ‘ﬂ@%ﬁ% Bo L390- %‘:2 1 5

R2(K3 HEA) HHEE TR DCPB (1) 5
po TR AR S SR, £ 45 f 1% (bias) |, brifEiR
(se) PLEITTMRIRZE (rmse) . Copula pR %7351l
# T Gaussian DA &z Frank Copula. Copula pREUH)
PEFE AT ARSI & 1 2 AT . 2R A
TR SR g I BEPE I8 4 n] DL g s b4
FN| Y Gaussian B Frank Copula; U5 #F 57 {0 1]
TAG A5 R ny R da e, I8 4w LR B — i 1
Copula REL, UNXZ%Y Copula, & 4 Copula Z. 7F
B, AW S B I A AE] - 0.5,0.5] B/
ST A R E R T eR T M A% ek Bk Sk, TR I
R RO B L = 2. MAh, MR PR R A
WA Z 5X, RSB AN EON 1, b
5 2. 3 W] RN ) HACSHO SR I 24 s

178 <o, <172,

1/8 < 0,0,

o +maxio,,ol <12

BT ARRF I/ B A, = std(Z) xn™"7,

h=std(X,) xn P LIKE =0 Hho, = o =

o = /5. AWFFE IR £ 200 F1500. $745

MRS, 7 NSRS L brifiisaE it JE S5
bootstrap J7 % & 300 KIS 5.

TEAG L B AT 52 8 e 15 8lp, T AR 7
AP (R A M, DR e AR AF 5 3 o S 35 T 945 31 e
Lp, WIAGTH R, IETEXT N FRAE B B J5 — 1T AT
N TEFFHRAG T EE S, AR 5T 53 BIXTB, (1)
Epo MIBIZERAMAFOR. @R 1 ~ F4 7]
DL BRAHIEFE B Ak 115 AE AP TR 13 T BT
FLERAT - 1) FEREAS S 3G 0 i [ BsF, A o 7 22
KERI BN 2) At AR R TEAE
A I B i B B S 9N i T HL Ik
B AP 5 AR A 5 43 M v i 4518 S AR — 3
3) X Fp, BRI S X T 7 26 S B4k
TR T35 SR T o Al T2 BRI
T T AT X po Al T - YA B — Tk
JEAH H AL

AN WS R 2.3 589 5 ki B 5
g S, AP AR R s = o™ DR
B =100, 3 HE&M N B BS54l 11 5 i Arellano
1 Bonhomme ™ J7 14551, AHFFEAEA A FehE Bt
JE—A W TR g TR p (H. AR R I
LMATIBOE T (K 1.8 3) , ARtk e Joikim
R (K p(H) , R Tevk R 240 R A s (B0
TMZMEBERE ). IR 2, AN S T LA BRLAE i 48 465
R E T (F2.%4) , KBFH=M p H¥/N T
0. 05, B AT ATE 5% 9 8235 MK P F .46 J R
RN i e b |5 ot 1

F1  HHEHEBIZE (Gaussian)

Table 1 Linear model specification ( Gaussian)

n = 200 Bo Po pfE
T bias se rmse bias se rmse
0.1 -0.080 0.039 0. 089 -0.255 0.710 0.754
0.3 —-0.051 0. 031 0. 060 -0.184 0. 508 0.539
0.5 -0.029 0.038 0. 047 - 0.064 0.372 0.377
0.7 -0.009 0. 037 0.038 0.111 0. 258 0.281
0.9 0. 042 0. 046 0. 062 0.203 0.398 0. 446

-0.038 0. 449 0. 479 0. 65

n =500 Bo Po p i
T bias se rmse bias se rmse
0.1 - 0.047 0. 026 0.053 -0.305 0. 636 0.704
0.3 -0.024 0. 026 0. 035 -0.167 0. 446 0. 476
0.5 -0.011 0. 025 0. 028 - 0.090 0.341 0.352
0.7 —-0.001 0. 024 0. 024 0.114 0.203 0.232
0.9 0.035 0.023 0. 041 0.213 0. 300 0.368

- 0.047 0. 385 0. 428 0.45
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K2 REMEBLE (Gaussian)

Table 2 Partial linear model specification ( Gaussian)

n = 200 Bo Po p1H
T bias se rmse bias se rmse
0.1 - 0.068 0. 044 0.081 -0.184 0.671 0. 690
0.3 -0.032 0.037 0. 049 - 0. 166 0. 491 0.514
0.5 -0.016 0.035 0.038 0. 003 0. 305 0.302
0.7 0. 007 0.032 0.032 0. 042 0.277 0.277
0.9 0. 057 0.031 0. 065 0.216 0.396 0. 448

-0.018 0.428 0. 446 0.03

= 500 Bo Po pfa
T bias se rmse bias se rmse
0.1 -0.052 0. 024 0. 057 -0.441 0. 659 0.788
0.3 -0.032 0.031 0. 044 -0.161 0.521 0. 541
0.5 -0.023 0.027 0.035 0. 002 0.284 0.284
0.7 - 0. 006 0.023 0.024 0. 084 0. 167 0. 185
0.9 0.034 0.021 0. 040 0.193 0.241 0.307

- 0. 065 0.374 0.420 0.02

®3  SMRBNLLE (Frank)

Table 3 Linear model specification ( Frank)

= 200 Bo Po pfE
T bias se rmse bias se rmse
0.1 - 0. 068 0. 068 0.078 -0.107 0.497 0. 506
0.3 -0.025 0.025 0. 040 -0.011 0.262 0.263
0.5 0. 003 0. 030 0.031 0. 020 0. 296 0.298
0.7 0. 030 0. 030 0. 044 0.010 0.274 0.275
0.9 0.074 0.074 0. 084 0.001 0. 466 0. 466

-0.017 0.359 0. 360 0.74

= 500 Bo Po p1H
T bias se rmse bias se rmse
0.1 —-0.058 0. 020 0.061 -0.026 0.308 0.310
0.3 -0.023 0.019 0.030 - 0. 067 0. 381 0.385
0.5 —-0.002 0.018 0.019 0. 007 0.231 0.231
0.7 0. 020 0.018 0. 027 0.037 0.118 0.123
0.9 0. 056 0.021 0. 059 0. 040 0.288 0.290

-0.002 0. 265 0.267 0.70

4 ARBIEMEIERE (Frank)
Table 4 Partial linear model specification ( Frank)

= 200 Bo Po p1E
T bias se rmse bias se rmse
0.1 - 0. 066 0.033 0.074 -0.158 0.554 0.574
0.3 -0.029 0.028 0.041 -0.072 0.361 0.367
0.5 - 0.005 0.029 0.029 0. 006 0.263 0.263
0.7 0.021 0.030 0.036 0. 020 0. 276 0.277
0.9 0.061 0. 036 0.070 0. 004 0.501 0.501

—-0.040 0.391 0.395 0.01
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Table 4 Continues

n = 500 Bo Po pfa
T bias se rmse bias se rmse
0.1 - 0.054 0.019 0. 057 —-0.088 0.507 0.512
0.3 -0.023 0.018 0. 029 -0.102 0. 154 0. 185
0.5 —0.005 0.017 0.017 0. 021 0.274 0.275
0.7 0.014 0.016 0. 022 0. 035 0. 364 0. 366
0.9 0.048 0.018 0.051 0. 082 0. 348 0.371

-0.011 0. 348 0.352 0.02

5 SERFR

T UAHIAS I FE 4 A T Y S 4L
TEATT A il TR e 20 X022 55 ik

ARG , BN R, M E 2 & bl 2
(German Socioeconomic Panel, GSOEP) 2008 4£ [
Bl TERGR— S W AR S e A SHIER
FHREIEH 1341 2421 % ~ 55 R EIRIAZA
B RS e T AR E ARSI

RS TEEXERHEBEST

Table 5 Definition and descriptive statistics of variables

A it AR L HfE FrifE 22
Lwage AL A AR 7.972 3.616
Employment HEAE i, AL RS I TAE 0.824 0. 381
Edu AL 2B AL 12. 656 2.518

Age AL 4El 41.037 6.371
Lhuswage SR BT EL 10. 536 0.904
Husworkhour SEHRAFAE TAER T/ ML 2.248 0. 684
East RS, M X R E T AR 0.217 0.412
Chld16 FRREPTH ~ 16 BEHTFHE 0.720 0. 878
Chld6 FRE 6 % LT 75 0. 265 0. 441

BRI, Z5 RN A& (Y) 2
Lwage , HACHEFEIT A S 5 (D, 2B 20
TAE) Z&F 1 0, B Employment = 1 B}, Lwage
A AT AR A 249 82 % (1) EL IS A e S TAE.
()i, Bdle vh A 0 SE R ARSI T AR Ik,
PRAEAEE & TABE RO E s Ak, O
T B & (Chldl6, Chlde) H T
PEFEDT AR b, DR AS F 93 3 5 Ay HR I 1 2 o
T A AR E 2> [R) I 52 1 Employment F1 Lwage.
TEZUH IR S R R b, SR FH 2o B0 Y A 52 A
AR S EEANERIAE LT R e 1) A2 S
AU A oA, S48 B H 5 430 88l E 25 A B
ZE5852) S B T B 228 R XA (]
WA 8 S ST M B2 i, - BEAR I 1 IR A 22

B 2 S ] T AR g e ST LT R e VERE AR

YRR,

Lwage =Edu + By, (&) + Lhuswage + By, (&) +
Husworkhour + By, (&) +East + By (&) +
go(Age;e)

Employment =

1{p (Edz,Lhuswage,Husworkhour, ) - V}
ast ,Age ,Chld16 ,Chld6
C A Y55 S 25T 27 AH 5 SR I R £F i % i

AAFAEARLME S 0, DT 7E 28 MBS AL rh 1 41 2%

PSR HF- 7 . A5 A R 5 5 oK 10 R

Krgo (-5 ¢ ) RZNHAE XTI AR, FF4 5

e AR B VR D R A1), BE 8 B DINORS Wt 3 4

il A0 A AR R .
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EW -, AR5 0 SR AR BRI 2 i 55
A IE I 2.t b, SRS R i T AR
B BB IS 2 49 2o m RE R SR 40 51 2 1 oK i
55, Bt LIXHAZe 19 55 S B m] (1452 0. T 2R
SERAHCAE =5, R 2 5822 Tl ik 8 W A s g T
RETE /I, Jr LAX 4 22 1 57 2 M At /] R 17 1]
AR M.

TER ARG b, AR ESE T 7 = 0.25,
0.5,0.75 (i k. SEHPIYEE RIS, 7E5L
UEWFFE AT AR AE S A 0 AL XS T Copula
BRI 1Y e B A O RS, PR U AR F O R
Gaussian Copula Bffiit 45 0. 7EZ RS H e
AR b A T S5 A A 8] B 15
I3AT VAR B FE TRl A e 22 T R T
KA I A T % 7 T R P, & BN T4
WA YR BB bR E S E T 500 Y
JEZ 44 bootstrap fili 145 3.

AP , AW FER RS T Heckman FEA PR

A (B Bl I A0 FT Arvellano 1 Bonhomme ! i
AU BRI AT IR R 6T T4
ROTRE R TR o 1 R R BLR B
1) 2E XL B 55 S 025 1 1E ) 520
HEAE VIR — 300 Horh, 205 Il
S U ) S BT R W, AEAR 067 A O
SRR G , k5 — LA SR (4 B )
ARG Y5 2) 57 80 ] AR R A
FE , AT SR BY B 45 RAE 4% S 707 s A ) F 8
SN DRIMAE B 473 XS A AT RE 52 BE
F AR ], DTG fAT B R A 0 S J7 3
PIPNCEEL S EE SR e §= PUMNASEIE & S T i
(A—20) 5 3) LIRS Shimt A BA 22 1Y 5 m)
M, X SR U — 05 4) LRI
WA B3 5200, 3X ] BE 2 R O SR IR
FRBE 2P B 2R %1, DT 2 B2 T i
AU SR, ATTHRTH 1 M AR, (75
AR 235

F6 LEfI: BEMAXEIHRANNR

Table 6 Empirical estimation: Effect of education on women’s labor income

PRIl AR | 2843 (i 4[5 ( Arellano 1 Bonhomme' > ) PR S O 5 1) (AFFEAREAY )

A\ M 0.25 0.5 0.75 0.25 0.5 0.75
Edu 0.259 *** 0.151*** 0.132%** 0.010 *** 0.138 *** 0.094 *** 0.081 ***

(0. 046) (0.017) (0.019) (0.012) (0.021) (0.012) (0.011)

Lhuswage -0.330"" -0.039 0. 005 0.025 0.024 0.021 0. 009
(0. 165) (0.056) (0.043) (0.042) (0.084) (0.040) (0.037)
Husworkhour 0. 084 -0.184" —0.195%** | —0.135**" -0.177" -0.166*** | —0.148**"
(0.207) (0.103) (0.059) (0.042) (0.102) (0.054) (0. 040)

East 0.087 *** 0.221 -0.030 -0.056 0.073 -0.027 0.022
(0.028) (0.137) (0.088) (0.046) (0.112) (0.071) (0. 065)

o LR bR 2.

B2 i T O ] SR P 4R PR A LA 1145 31 Y
HEMRFEAS - K1 RRT 7 =0.25,0.5,
0. 75 WHAR AT AL 55 B A B 52 . BIFE 4 BLAE
ANTRI G Rt A3 X6 LA ) 552 i 522 300 A R 1Y)
i BeAh, A TS5 SRR F , AR sl A
(A5 M S B A S AR 2R, 5 HLS U RS (alifs U
) HEBNRE S PAE SRR FE v 87 5
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Fig. 1 Empirical estimation: Effect of age on women’ s labor income
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Estimation and application of a partial linear quantile selection model

ZHOU Ya-hong" >, XIAO Xin-yue', JIN Ze-qun'* , XIN Kai*, JIANG Shuai-shuai'
1. School of Economics, Shanghai University of Finance and Economics, Shanghai 200433, China;

2. Key Laboratory of Mathematical Economics (SUFE) , Ministry of Education, Shanghai 200433, China;
3. Shanghai Institute for Mathematics and Interdisciplinary Sciences, Shanghai 200433, China;

4. School of Economics, Shanghai University, Shanghai 200436, China

Abstract; This paper examines the identification and estimation of partially linear quantile regression models
in the presence of sample selection. To address the selection bias arising in quantile regression, we model the
joint distribution of the unobserved disturbances in the outcome and selection equations — using, for instance,
a copula specification — to obtain consistent estimates. We set out the assumptions required for identification
and, building on the generalized method of moments for quantile regression, develop estimation procedures for
both the quantile parameters (or functions) and the copula parameters. We establish the consistency and as-
ymptotic normality of the proposed estimators. For inference, we implement a nonparametric bootstrap to com-
pute standard errors and construct test statistics to assess the validity of the nonlinear specification. Using a
control function framework , we further clarify the relationship between the endogenous linear quantile selection
model and our proposed specification. Monte Carlo simulations indicate that the estimators perform well in fi-
nite samples. Finally, we apply the methodology to estimate the returns to female education, demonstrating the
model’ s practical relevance.

Key words: quantile regression; sample selection; partial linear model ; Copula function



