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Table 1 Descriptive statistics

2012 2014

4.139 4 1.2917 1 6 3.706 5 0.889 0 1 5
3.267 8 0.97517 1 5 3.241 69 0.9115 1 5

( ) 2.599 9 8.346 6 | 0.005 600 3.254 6 8.5858 | 0.000 6 593
0.468 9 0.499 1 0 1 0.688 5 0.463 1 0 1
/ / 0.223 6 0.416 7 0 1 0.237 1 0.4253 0 1
0.307 5 0.461 5 0 1 0.074 5 0.262 5 0 1
0.250 1 0.433 1 0 1 0.230 1 0.420 9 0 1
0.177 5 0.3821 0 1 0.168 8 0.374 6 0 1
01 0.073 7 0.261 3 0 1 0.1116 0.3149 0 1
2 0.057 4 0.2326 0 1 0.061 1 0.239 4 0 1
34 0.204 6 0.403 4 0 1 0.165 9 0.372 0 0 1
5 0.387 4 0.487 2 0 1 0.406 1 0.491 1 0 1
6789 0.276 9 0.447 5 0 1 0.255 4 0.436 1 0 1
0.093 8 0.291 6 0 1 0.094 9 0.293 1 0 1
0.141 1 0.348 1 0 1 0.136 1 0.3429 0 1
1 ~5 0.376 1 0.484 4 0 1 0.3795 0.4853 0 1
6 ~10 0.209 7 0.407 1 0 1 0.2537 0.4351 0 1
11 ~15 0.076 1 0.265 2 0 1 0.051 4 0.220 8 0 1
16 0.197 0 0.39717 0 1 0.179 3 0.383 6 0 1
0.880 4 0.324 6 0 1 0.890 5 0.3123 0 1

43.06 12.61 15 85 44.587 12. 647 15 114
0.454 1 0.498 0 0 1 0.440 0 0.496 4 0 1
0.490 4 0.499 9 0 1 0.474 5 0.499 4 0 1
0.098 8 0.298 4 0 1 0.091 9 0.288 9 0 1
0.861 9 0.345 0 1 0.866 2 0.340 4 0 1
0.069 2 0.253 8 0 1 0.048 8 0.2155 0 1
0.085 7 0.279 9 0 1 0.062 0 0.241 1 0 1

BMI 22.405 3.396 8 8.019 |45.138 89 | 22.429 3.662 4 7.258 44.365

0.366 0 0.4817 0 1 0.333 8 0.471 6 0 1

2.3610 0.9303 1 5 2.2593 0.938 8 1 5
(1-5) 0.367 3 0.482 1 0 1 0.292 8 0.4551 0 1
(6-7) 0.459 7 0.498 4 0 1 0.484 0 0.499 8 0 1
(8-10) 0.173 0 0.378 3 0 1 0.2232 0.416 4 0 1

(1-10 ) 6.039 1 1.5333 1 10 6.361 1 1.466 5 1 10
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Table 2 Effect of income on happiness
o | @ | o (4 (5 (6) M | ® © | ao [ ay | (1
2012 (50% . (50% ~90% (90% :
<17 ) 1.7 < <5 ) >5 )
0. 1587 0.095 37 0.085 0™ | 0.106™ | 0.059 1** 0.041 2 0.156** 0.049 6 0.0276 | 0.0543 | 0.0895 | 0.077 2
(15.37) | (7.91) (6.49) (5.44) (2.77) (1.85) (2.77) (0.86) (0.47) (0.72) (1.13) (0.96)
N 8 451 8 451 8 451 4245 4245 4245 3519 3519 3519 687 687 687
2014 (20% : (50% -90% (90%
<2 ) 2 < <6 ) >6 )
0. 1387 0.094 6 0.069 5| 0.103™* | 0.074 57 | 0.061 1™ | 0.309** | 0.213** | 0.210™** 0.105 0.118" 0.096 2
(18.65) | (10.67) | (7.28) | (8.12) (5.36) (4.10) (5.93) | (3.98) | (3.82) | (1.85) | (2.03) | (1.64)
N 14 560 14 560 14 558 7 866 7 866 7 864 5305 5305 5305 1389 1389 1389
el 0.1% ;o 1% 5%
3.2 .
5 ;
3 30 (1) ~ (4)

20%
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Table 3 Effects of social status on happiness
2012 2014
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7 (8)
/ /| 0.0198 0.010 2 0.0255 0.0249 |0.0705** | 0.0407 | 0.0609" | 0.0652"
( : ( ) | (0.61) (0.31) (0.78) (0.76) (2.83) (1.62) (2.41) (2.50)
—0. 1307 | =0. 115 | =0.123*** |-0.098 7***| 0.149*** 0.078 4 0.082 9 0.087 7
) ( ) (-4.78) | ( -4.19) | ( -4.49) | ( -3.48) (3.40) (1.77) (1.86) (1.90)
0.0626 | 0.0305 | 0.0737" | 0.0820" 0.028 6 0.019 7 0.048 4 0.050 8
(1.84) (0.89) (2.15) (2.34) (1.05) (0.72) (1.76) (1.80)
0.143%% | 0.145™% | 0.1727F | 0.1827 | 0. 181 | 0.177*** | 0.194™* | 0.194***
(3.81) (3.85) (4.56) (4.77) (6.06) (5.93) (6.47) (6.36)
o 0.239** | 0.125" 0.146 ** 0.0796 | 0.181** | 0.0705" | 0.0922** | 0.0475
(4.93) (2.48) (2.88) (1.53) (5.70) (2.11) (2.74) (1.37)
( 5 5 0.294*** | 0.196** | 0.208 *** 0.1517 0.220*** | 0.129** 0.141** 0.087 2
(5.04) (3.27) (3.47) (2.41) (4.77) (2.74) (2.98) (1.79)
: i ) 34 0.148** | 0.0731" 0.107** 0.039 1 0. 121 *** 0.0358 | 0.074 6" 0.040 5
(4.11) (1.97) (2.86) (0.98) (4.04) (1.16) (2.39) (1.23)
) 67809 0.082 6** | 0.00608 | 0.0568 0.0282 |0.098 7% | 0.001 86 | 0.0469 0.026 2
(2.75) (0.19) (1.79) (0.84) (4.22) (0.07) (1.85) (0.96)
0.1427°** | 0.130** | 0.093 0" 0.094 3" 0.145™* | 0.137*** | 0.087 4" | 0.0892"
(3.33) (3.05) (2.17) (2.16) (4.32) (4.06) (2.57) (2.57)
Ls 0.178** | 0.164™* | 0.165* | 0.164™ 0.062 4 0.047 5 0.044 5 0.023 9
(4.98) (4.57) (4.59) (4.50) (2.23) (1.69) (1.58) (0.83)
6 10 0.279™* | 0.250** | 0.224™* | 0.207** 0.195** | 0.173™ | 0.168* | 0.136™*
(7.07) (6.32) (5.62) (5.14) (6.50) (5.76) (5.54) (4.43)
( 0 i 0.335% | 0.310* | 0.267"* | 0.255™* 0.197** | 0.172™* | 0.176*** 0.154**
) (6.54) (6.03) (5.17) (4.90) (4.29) (3.74) (3.79) (3.29)
6 0.431° | 0.403* | 0.3717* | 0.357%* 0.327°* | 0.312%% | 0.277* | 0.235%*
(10.74) (9.98) (9.15) (8.73) (10.19) (9.69) (8.55) (7.12)
0.095 3™ | 0.077 6 | 0.064 4™ 0.094 6™ | 0.076 7" | 0.055 7***
(7.91) (6.40) (4.89) (10.67) (8.57) (5.79)
5 0.466** | 0.439* 0.328* | 0,284
(8.09) (7.56) (6.47) (5.58)
3 0.652%* | 0.626™ 0.4887 | 0.411™
( : (11.61) (11.03) (9.97) (8.32)
1- . 1058 | 0.983*** 0.964™* | 0.867**
) (19.35) (17.77) (19.82) (17.65)
s 1.480 1.391 *** 16867 | 1.503**
(19.07) (17.74) (23.59) (22.06)
8 451 8 451 8 451 8 451 14 560 14 560 14 560 14 558
( N N 2012
/ N . . )
; ;2014

2014 N
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2014 0.007 3.0.013 0.0.014 5) .
1 «
»
4; ; 3.3
1 « ” 4
3
4
90%
20%
20% ~90% 20% ~50% ;2014
®, 2012
3
4
Table 4 Effect offairness perception on happiness under different income group
2012 2014
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7 (8) (9) (10)
20% 20% ~50% [50% ~80% (80% ~90% | 90% 20% 20% ~50% |50% ~80% |80% ~90% | 90%
0.4137% | 0.309* | 0.300™* | 0.262™" | 0.3317°"" | 0.4327% | 0.345** | 0.3317* | 0.260*** | 0.395™**
(16.34) (13.81) (13.70) (7.38) (7.38) (19.36) (20.42) (16.69) (8.08) (11.40)
) 0.6327°* | 0.487 *** 0.302** 0.453" 0.471 0.306™* | 0.363™** | 0.320** -0.016 6 | 0.551**
(5.28) (4.66) (2.93) (2.47) (1.89) (2.84) (4.42) (3.10) ( -0.10) (2.85)
3 0.997 7% | 0.619™** | 0.4847* 0.459" 0.593" 0.635™** | 0.533™* | 0.370™** | -0.0329 | 0.6847*
(8.49) (6.12) (4.81) (2.56) (2.46) (6.14) (6.70) (3.67) (-0.21) (3.72)
4 14137 | 1,027 | 0.863™** | 0.895™** | 0.9927* | 1.1537** | 0.970*** | 0.889** | 0.470** | 1.194***
(12.37) (10.42) (8.85) (5.12) (4.27) (11.18) (12.24) (8.88) (3.02) (6.59)
5 17167 | 1.3517°% | 1,316 | 11347 | 1.569™ | 1.779 | 1.665™ | 1.785™ | 1.039*** | 1.788***
(11.20) (8.97) (8.95) (4.75) (5.58) (11.90) (14.38) (10.95) (4.42) (7.77)
1836 2 409 2 526 993 687 2 957 4909 3863 1442 1389
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Table 5 Effect of fairness on happiness under different fairness perception level
2012 2014
1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) (10)
0.2557 1 0.206™ | 0.132° | 0.137° | 0.131°* | 0.125™* | 0.181™ | 0.127™* |0.123*** | 0.076
(5.47) (8.10) (6.35) (9.08) (3.29) (3.18) (9.90) (9.45) (10.92) |(1.87)
423 1 560 2163 3944 361 538 2 629 4 640 6 282 471
3.4 0.0557
. 6 (3)
( 6 (2) ~ (4 ~ (6) ~ (8)
)
4 [
6 ”»
2012 2014
3
2012 2014 ;
39
3 Ll
2 ; 3
2 (3) 2012
0.085 0 .
0.0644; 2 2014 0.069 5 »
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Table 6 The results of simultaneous equations
2012 2014
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
0.439 *** 1.740 0.284*** 0.158
2
(7.56) (3.44) (5.58) (0.37)
0.626*** 2. 448 %% 0.411*** 0.894"
3
1- (11.03) (5.03) (8.32) (2.20)
0.983 *** 2.698 *** 0.867 *** 1.374%%*
4
(17.77) (5.77) (17.65) (3.43)
5_ 1.391*** 2.402%** 1.593 *** 2.220%**
(17.74) (4.11) (22.06) (4.01)
. -0.138** 0.012 9
( -2.59) (0.29)
. —0.192*** -0.050 1
1- ( -3.77) ( -1.20)
. —0.181*** -0.052 4
( -3.69) (-1.27)
* -0.107 -0.065 0
5 - ( -1.74) (-1.14)
0.064 4™ 10.087 8*** | 0.226™** | 0.087 8*** | 0.0557*** | 0.065 4*** 0.095 6" 0.065 4 ***
(4.89) (6.49) (4.79) (6.49) (5.79) (6.84) (2.38) (6.84)
/ 0.024 9 -0.0557 0.026 1 -0.0557 0.065 2" -0.061 1" 0.0655" -0.061 1"
/ (0.76) ( -1.65) (0.79) ( -1.65) (2.50) ( -2.37) (2.51) ( -2.37)
—0.098 7***| 0.009 25 |-0.096 5| 0.009 25 0.087 7 0.028 6 0.088 5 0.028 6
( -3.48) (0.32) ( -3.39) (0.32) (1.90) (0.63) (1.91) (0.63)
0.0820° |-0.130***| 0.084 1 -0.130*** 0.050 8 -0.101*** 0.050 6 -0.101 ***
(2.34) ( -3.63) (2.40) ( -3.63) (1.80) ( -3.64) (1.79) ( -3.64)
0.182** 1-0.0806" | 0.179*** -0.080 6" | 0.194*** -0.053 0 0.191*** -0.053 0
77 -2.07 . -2.07 . -1.7 . -1.7
4 2.0 4.68 2.0 6.36 6 6.28 1.76
) 0.079 6 -0.0328 | 0.0821 -0.0328 0.047 5 -0.040 5 0.046 5 -0.040 5
01 (1.53) | (=0.61) | (1.57) ( -0.61) (1.37) (-1.18) (1.34) (-1.18)
0.151" -0.0117 | 0.152° -0.0117 0.087 2 0.000 986 0.086 2 0.000 986
50 .
2 (2.41) ( -0.18) (2.42) ( -0.18) (1.79) (0.02) (1.77) (0.02)
X : 0.0391 |-0.0851"| 0.0422 | -0.0851" 0.0405 | -0.087 7 0.039 9 -0.087 77"
34 (0.98) | (-2.08) | (1.05) ( -2.08) (1.23) ( -2.69) (1.21) ( -2.69)
} 0.0282 | -0.120"*| 0.029 4 —0.120*** 0.026 2 -0.133 % 0.024 6 -0.133***
67891 (0.84) | (-3.46) | (0.87) ( =3.46) (0.96) ( —4.91) (0.90) ( —4.91)
0.094 3" 0.112" 0.0959" 0.112" 0.089 2" 0. 129 *** 0.090 3** 0. 129 ***
(2.16) (2.50) (2.20) (2.50) (2.57) (3.76) (2.60) (3.76)
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Table 6 Continue
2012 2014
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
0.164™ | 0.0300 | 0.161*** 0.030 0 0.0239 0.016 4 0.023 4 0.016 4
L =5 (4.50) (0.80) (4.40) (0.80) (0.83) (0.58) (0.82) (0.58)
0.207™% | 0.129™* | 0.204*** 0.129** 0.136*** 0.040 4 0. 134 *** 0.040 4
6 ~10 (5.14) (3.13) (5.06) (3.13) (4.43) (1.33) (4.37) (1.33)
0.255™% | 0.178™* | 0.252%** 0.178 *** 0.154** 0.013 0 0.151** 0.013 0
I ~15 (4.90) (3.32) (4.84) (3.32) (3.29) (0.28) (3.21) (0.28)
0 0.357™% | 0.159™* | 0.354** 0.159 *** 0.235*** 0.111*** 0.233*** 0.111***
16 (8.73) (3.80) (8.66) (3.80) (7.12) (3.39) (7.05) (3.39)
0.0655 [-0.0977"| 0.067 1 ~0.097 7" 0.043 2 ~0.0776" 0.042 3 -0.077 6"
(1.63) ( -2.38) (1.67) (-2.38) (1.37) (-2.47) (1.34) (-2.47)
~0.038 0™ —0.014 1" | -0.037 3™*| —0.014 1" |-0.023 4**| 0.002 52 -0.023 1% | 0.002 52
(=5.75) | (=2.09) | ( -5.64) ( -2.09) ( -4.69) (0.51) (-4.64) (0.51)
0.000 454 10,000 273 | 0.000 444 | 0.000 273 | 0.000293*** | 0.0000712 | 0.000291** | 0.000 0712
(6.32) (3.70) (6.18) (3.70) (5.58) (1.37) (5.53) (1.37)
0.131*** 0.032 0 0. 129 *** 0.0320 0.092 7" | -0.0530" 0.092 37 -0.0530"
(3.71) (0.88) (3.63) (0.88) (3.49) (-2.01) (3.48) ( -2.01)
0.033 7 0.229** 0.029 4 0.229 ** 0.013 3 -0.001 34 0.017 8 -0.001 34
: (0.44) (2.94) (0.39) (2.94) (0.21) ( -0.02) (0.28) ( -0.02)
/ 0.452*** 0.148" 0.450*** 0.148" 0.305*** 0.011 6 0.310*** 0.011 6
(7.50) (2.41) (7.47) (2.41) (5.82) (0.22) (5.91) (0.22)
—0.144% | ~0.027 8 | -0.144™* | -0.0278 | -0.0523" | -0.0568 | -0.0522" -0.056 8"
(-4.91) | (-0.93) | ( -4.90) (-0.93) ( -2.25) ( -2.46) (-2.24) ( -2.46)
0.264™* | 0.115" 0.262*** 0.115" 0.222*** -0.0722 0.224 %% -0.0722
(5.22) (2.20) (5.18) (2.20) (4.93) (-1.62) (4.96) (-1.62)
0.0669 [-0.0885" | 0.0640 -0.088 5" 0.056 6 0.009 31 0.0559 0.009 31
(1.61) ( -2.09) (1.54) ( -2.09) (1.50) (0.25) (1.48) (0.25)
0.018 2*** | 0.000 773 | 0.018 3*** | 0.000 773 | 0.007 70** | 0.002 31 0.007 59 ** 0.002 31
Bt (5.13) (0.21) (5.15) (0.21) (3.03) (0.92) (2.99) (0.92)
—0.2477% | 20,173 | —0.247% | —0.173™% | —0.215™% | —0.168™** | -0.214** | -0.168***
(-17.95) |( —-12.40) | ( -17.94) | ( -12.40) | ( -20.51) | ( -16.34) ( -20.45) ( -16.34)
0.0530 [-0.0757"| 0.0513 -0.0757" 0.002 63 -0.036 3 0.001 08 -0.036 3
(1.68) (-2.34) (1.63) (-2.34) (0.11) ( -1.53) (0.05) (-1.53)
0.112° | 0.0515 | 0.114*** 0.0515 0.138** | 0.075 8*** 0.138 *** 0.075 8 ***
(4.31) (1.93) (4.38) (1.93) (6.46) (3.58) (6.47) (3.58)
0.167 *** 0.061 3 0. 171 % 0.061 3 0. 244 % 0. 129 *** 0.245*** 0. 129 ***
(4.70) (1.68) (4.79) (1.68) (9.16) (4.91) (9.21) (4.91)
-0.0704" | -0.1607**| -0.0714" | -0.160*** 0.042 5 -0.030 6 0.042 8 -0.0306
(-2.37) | (-5.26) | ( -2.40) ( -5.26) (1.80) ( -1.30) (1.81) ( -1.30)
-0.0353 |[-0.209"**| -0.0395 | -0.209*** 0.014 9 -0.139*** 0.015 6 -0. 139
-0.0704" | -0.160"**| -0.0714" | -0.160*** 0.042 5 -0.030 6 0.042 8 -0.030 6
N 8 451 14 560
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Income social status and happiness: Fairness perception perspective

XU Shu~i CHEN Ping
Lingnan ( University) College Sun Yat-sen University Guangzhou 510275 China

Abstract: From the perspective of fairness this paper studies the influence of income and social status on the

happiness of Chinese people. A theoretical model is first established to make the analysis and then an empiri—
cal study is made using the data of China Labor-force Dynamics Survey of ( CLDS) 2012 and 2014. This study

shows that: 1) generally speaking income has a positive effect on happiness but the sensitivity of the income

to happiness decreases with income; 2) social status is an important factor influencing happiness and its con—

tribution to happiness in China exceeds that of income and the influence of social status on happiness increa—

ses with income; 3) the effect of fairness perception on happiness is becoming more and more important and

even shows greater effect than that of income and that of social status. Collectively this paper gives a reasona—

ble explanation of this phenomenon and some proposals to speed up the construction of social fairness and jus—

tice systems in China.

Key words: happiness; fairness perception; income; social status



