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[ ZB] MERF IR, RN T RA—F B BEHBGAE, AEA “FTEAKF
i 37AF (CEPS)” 2013—2014 A& IEHH T B a7 F BAn P F AL iR T 69 R B . KBS H
R Z T, PR ARLIRINNT  RAULZ B R JE 25542 WA5 Fe JER 00 T B - B el 6 %oh , do HL
b CRIBEAR Y, AR EILE Gk PR 6 T R AN T 6 B M A 5 IR AN T Y
Sk )AL E MRS A IRINANT AL T ReE e A RRR KRS H e R KA F A MR
ERKRLHMN S, FAGRIMANT BB TR AL LM G, KRR LR —7% &% B a7 69iR b
ANT BARAE T REA P B IR, 5 —F M AR TALSR AR GHEF E SRR
RGBT — AP AL S B T

(KEEE] BRI T s HFEF s ABBR; RERE

N T

i

F 20 tH22 60 4-A% D1 52 AET 2 S NS A TR AR NG ISR, RBEX T B 9% H 3515 80414
2T OEHE (Goyette, 2008 ), AFFEH K, RIEX F LB ERFEAMUUR R T IEMRNAKEE , 8
AIETE2AALEE Z MRS 2] (private tutoring ) B(52 T (shadow education ), 51 SCAR DL 5T
( Stevenson & Baker, 1992) F IR T#H ( shadow education ) FIHEE, AN T2H R 1IE M
B B 7R B B 2 IE A Th S )

YERBE TS MF AT R EZ =0, M 80 7808 © & AR i —Fh i A i 42,
I HAE & B E R MR W A2 AT ( Dang & Rogers, 2008 ; Song et al., 2013 ), UNFERERFE | HAS
T MBI, t/NEA SRS > 1 LU i 60% ( Lee et al., 2009 ;5 Bray, 2013 ; Kim & Lee,
2010 ;5K EA 2014 ), FERILE TAR WAL 2B b ERRE , SRAMO T WARH AT . AL 2004 4F, A5 E
AR AR L PP VLR AL 5 U A 369 m A S RSN ) (FRTTIE, 2005 ). CFPS2010 4

*%Eiﬁﬁ?k%% SEREIHRE, 210023, RALE, HRFE L, BRAFHIZREE, FFEKITFEE, 210023,
FRARBEFERAZ "BIEAT T (BRX ) £HED,
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L A4 TR SR AT 30901025 1 SHTRAMRN 31, P g i AL (39 25 2 S IRA M b > 1 L 1
i 50% (BEET, 2015 ), IR AR T —ANHER HOHh T BETT 85, 15 23035 1 1P sl A
2013 4F 2247 E 9IRS M S 1 2. 265551 6000 2o, ©

AN T B AT RS A RS 3 0 T, VP B T RIS AN S AT WP, 2500
B4 HOBFSE AT LA R B, KBS & 3R I M —2H” (000t % DA IR S 5
S EN R R RIS B TS SR, SR AR T B8 3 IS, REE AT S (R )
T2 T VAN T 105 5 . B BN 37T W U T BRI B, 275 2 5 IR ST B T R P
FEEMZTAT SRR, 224 2 5IRAMN 2T B AT REYEFIAE R A= ( Park et al., 2016 ), XFALAF
A EE , WS E 2 2B B , (ELCRIOL A PR T R RS RN ST AT B0 A A
PEH 2, (B AR M ST M O RE RS SRR AE . 2k T A (02 B O v JE2 A A 5, LR
9% GRE SRR B

BRI R A IR A R 2 A1, EL IR 2 (2 T B A S R s R S 1 2 34
BRI . SR ST IR T RIS 5 A BR A 2R VIR R 2 L ZERT R A T 0 e
oA 5 R B L S R , TS R 3 e SR 2 R S P YA S IR B R
TR , 25t B A B e P S 2 W — T S 2 VA SRR, TS A5 B AL R 7
SIET R ORI TRE I B0 B R SR ST OB Ve esfe ., IR 25 AR DR 2 25 ) B35 | Rk
i b AR BE N 355 , S R KM N B S P & S0 012 58 5 F 8 Me it
R, S B S IR, FEHETTR R O T S B4R 8

2SO FH LA R R A 5 A AR B , A B A > 5 5 i R O O A 2 T 3
BL. ASSCRIZ IO BTSE IR + (1) FER R, GOBE7E T4 HOIRAM RN T 2 15 AL 97 T J2 75 1742 5 U 2
BEAN? (2) F KB 5005 T BB MG & S R 6 A T R e I 177 i
[R5 T A D, A% S PG IRA MR ST (99T A0 12 R VBTSSR , FE A TR ) AT
FIREAR SN S WU, I 9 DAAE R “ASR—S5 K" BOBIFSE LA IO BRBERNTE . WAL 2 F 25 AT OIS
ST LB LR IR 0 30 S S AR T LA

=, RSP NE—EH R

T2 BESINRINN 2T 7 SEmAE A SRS S R R AT A7 ORI — B A I )
B, KRB E AR MG IS A, (IS B AT AR “AMAR—S547 i s I f b4 70
gy, BARM S, MM S 58 TAMRZH 1T R, (0 X 2252 225 H i il 2 (ALFE AN [a] [ 5K sk
X BB RS SRS ). ST AT TR 45 ATE A8 R

ARG CE O — R ARG (R TR E R ZI], A2 5N S iU
Wi AL 3R Z0AEAE B 22 5 (Song et al., 2013 ), IR W F w P AEA T 32 BN HF R0 2. 1ER—Fh
HAE I TB, RN R AT 3 o i 32 2 BT RS 52, BB RIS T2 1iE R B/ &
BER AT 2 IR ALAEF A AR B A AR 20 ARG AL, F 2 IAHE 2 TR T FrgRAs 1) I B 4
A (Song et al., 2013 ). 1R ZWF5T #RIR 2= E Ak BB RIS M B VERT, Rl & X iRa b
MK (demand ) FIZIHL (motive ) FISEI ( Bray et al., 2014 ), 7ERZEIGITER , oMb HE—
PN it ( remedial purposes ), 5 7545 B SE 2% 3] R G127 A SR b AT T 78 224 Hh 2 20 (R R0, 3

DA % 4R 3#E 5 Jm LT B 4k« http://learning.sohu.com/s2014/jykix64/ F hitp://edu.qq.com/a/20140429/01637 1.htm,
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FIBIY “%#h22” ( Baker et al., 2001 ). MITE ) Ah—LEPRIMD > BRATHY [E RN HBIX., a0k [ | - HH 7
MG, AN B F 2 H B2 B (Lee et al., 2009 ). XFFHHLAIE 1) 22 AR KRARE L2
ST AR AR AR SR G FN 3 IR AR A OCHY , ZEIREE 2728 100 B o e 2 e — T
SEARUER] N0 BT 2 S 38 A B IR B MR B 5, BRAMM ST AMBAR T WA TIF AR L, “5500” S Ry
(Song et al., 2013 ), SIS, ZEMRRHNE | NG L2 X3 BN IR 4 H 25T BARRT = A2 F B
Mt R EERARA R A, RO IR DT BAUU—FhAERr e B ERY T-BX (Song et al., 2013 ),

PROMN T B T HE T MIE M HE A5, 182 B AIZH (public education ) BYFZIR . U5 /K
25N (Baker et al., 2001 ) /P58 &, ZOH WFBHA & RICA (GNP) HoBIBARRY FE 5, PRAMb T it B
AT BB HBURM A AT IR ADGE T A E SR , RBUNITEA S EF A
B, FOM A BTy N R, M8 SEAAT58 5 BRAM D 2T R SRIUOA 5 [RII 2203 it ) 1 R
ffi~E A SRS BB . FEZBHESE T, — 2RI R ISR B R4 25 32 SO 50 T 26
PIARYELS: ( Castro & Guzman, 2012; Popa & Acedo, 2006 ),

AR, 207 %0 U6 09 A SR AN 208 5a S i PR BE AR N T B A 3 2 T JEAS B ( Yu & Ding,
2011 ), PRAMEI T I 2 5T SkE St 32 B F 2S5 o (BAERZ A, i T 32 BIR S S s2
H [ A K % T R 208 1 EE T 3 55  ( Dang, 2007 ), ffi 35NN 21 35 W AR A B e 4rix 3 “F 4
Tepe” A E R OFdR, 2013 ),

ik, BEWH SR M THE A CBEGT, M EEE IS SRRy W 2 b Ry
G 2 B H G BE TS SIS, ZRBER LT SN 29 T 5 KN T L EE A, KEERZ 54
UL, I R ETF R AT SR AL, Ko7 2Ot A rTRES S IRAMN AT . 24K, AT
R TELR R BRI NP ST AR FIRR R 0 7041 b A e 2257, (HIXSe s T M A—2
F4” (AEZE ( Buchmann, 2002; Zhang & Xie, 2015 ;BEIET-, 2015 5 77 RR BRI, 2015 s R L P
%, 2015 ).

FRLL, FRATAT A I, A DR R IEASE 18 2 BOR T | AR R E R AFAESE[R]52 e 1 ERAM R >
2 S5 UULAES: . — 5T, FAR AL A ARSI RS T 2R PR R AR e A2 58 4 A AR, A
AR BESNERIE B8 T IR 2T BT KA H B89 s TR BERY 2 G AL ML R AE T IRIMA ST BRI EE
35T, VLRI A, 2 A B A R PG A"2 BERH A an~e AL Y B i | BB ZKF- L IR BB =
A A5 ) AR 2E A SR T B TF 3K (Song et al., 2013 ). IXFPIFFE LA I ASGE RN T BT
RN TR . e, HRRE T BE R A AR AR, PROME T T GOV T
IR (RHGREE ) S FERMA Z AR B8 i 5377, B IR AEA FRAZCE B Qs e i i &t
HEZ B T bl ey ) eF b it o (HAE S — 5T, BB SEF 2 LR “SE47 il SR fEE R
TR E S, X R E ST EAER I RIS T BT A S APER R . HK, BRSSP AUE
HE RS, MR R Z BT84, T RE R BE $# AR K Rt 2 s e B 2 0 2 AR .
5 2, RO 2T AT R ] B 2 a2 B OWAEAR A 2 BB A2 M, T E 2 O A O T ERAMNER 2] iR 5
JIr AR — T 5 T .

=, “REBMN SREBAEHME
JERZHTEERR I “MA—E50" BBl , (B B e 8 T IR I AT

FIRHERRN . ANPRAEFT AN IBERR (2015 ) ABIFSE A B AR R Z IR IR 35, 2 A= 2 5 RS~
AT REE SRR . D1 3E/R%5 A ( Baker & LeTendre, 2005; Bray, 2011 ) AN, 2#EZS HiIRAMI T 97T K
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L7 BIAFERERE I . B4, XRG4 BRI AT AU —Fh % B F AT 245 1
DL AR A TR, I8 22 B T B R A5

1251 (Smyth, 2009 ) TERFSE % IR 24 g W 2g A RO 2T AT R i & B2 2B A R 2 A 1R A 5 2
GEA R 2 S G NN 2T o FE =B g B LA B (2 A AR A v, B 2 A R A5
BRSSO X P B AGB 4h A . TE2E R AL S Y 2 I BCE WA B 2T R —
Fir G, BB IIFR 2 “BURZN” (hot house effect ), #4475 FL R MIEETH M U 4 7R 17, 763X
FREOLT , IEREERS T PR e Foat - S BRI T oK o AR A At L 57
FH A WA SN & B, BI2EAG 25 () -3 2 5t S sy | DU e~ A 25 S RANER > (4 ] R g
(Song et al., 2013 ), ST “PURZN” HIFRREEPR AL TR IR 55—, IERLSE IR IR L
TR SCRERIE SR NITTA AL T IRIMN 2T I TT 3R 28 =, SRR N B4 23 58l i 2 BB IR 1
XFPE R o AT AT U AR BT R 3. T D1 S R A5 A IACH BRI Rb 2 P24 A 1 2
HAEEPE AP AE2:48 T ( Baker et al., 2001; Baker & Letendre, 2005; Bray, 1999 ), 7E3XFh#E
T, FHEAREE 5y 2 B RIPERFATRS NN S SR 0520, QA TR S IR b > 23 E A TUR A 1

FT LA St o 2 AR BRI T AU —F A TR, 7R AT 5 047 45 52 2= i B A 250 3
B i 52 55T (Smyth, 2009 ) (9 “PURERON” IR S “SIBHALE” ARl FRATHE, 76280
BEE, “FPBERHARN (peer group effects ) AR RE2AAE I TERS RN AT RIS, GBS B H
W AN RAT R LASAN B AE— R 9 5 2B R [l F 206 ( Hallinan &Williams, 1987 ). 1l
“ZHHHAINE” (reference group theory ) WIZSEHE 7~ “[RIZERFARRIN " A A 1 A v (R 4t 20 BEAL I 1)
FEIIEIH Z — (Berten & Rossem, 2011 ), FTIH “SHEHA” 48002 AMTE 20 2 A CJE T3
H— 51 ARER (Hyman, 1942 ), 25200 H S 9770 (BRI 2008 ). BFFE A 2 IERH A — AT
FhIRE , 55 —Fh BHIEINAE , A AMARAT IR AEFRvE ;55 AP U2 LB hBE , 0 MASREL T — N B
CURIHt A FLERHESE (Kelley, 1952 ), FTLA, A “ZHRBEIA” THREAYR S FORUE, 5 “PURRN” BN I
2, B CEEAE N (significant others ) 235NN TN o 7EIH H 28 C_L, “HAFERFARON” &
A AR ) F RS I AROA R T AR AT, AT B3 it 2 O R IS AR IRl
ERE . HJE, M a1, &R T Z AR, 232 23R A W52 m), 2 S [ i
N4 T AR L2 0 8, I B LS [ (8 R R (RDUR, IR 2 3k 2 W] A ARLJs T2 BEBEAR ( Berten &
Rossem, 2011 ),

ELRZIRIMN AT R b AT 0 AR FZAASRFA TGS, IR AFRA B N Ty R 5 [ 2 R
e —Jr T, MKHE “IRBON” LA, 2 BT I BE RN A A 1 TR Rk RN S R
BEUR, T DL AR BT e BRI A b 2] AR mT R e g ma LM 2 SRR, o5 — i, B 280 s AL
PURSAZ a4, WRREZ RIS, fEhE, #F FLEmR “Berx2 )", ZRRIENEE
PRI E , HAEXF e B E R R PR E B — D H SR At E5 8, R 5 HAl
FREBU ST WIHERMERN BB, BTLL, WEA BB, 224 I A FL R K s T
HENY S REHA” . M2 8 142 B SR % 84 KA T 58 22 B AL RSN 21178 1)
SR, T R O T2 IR M 2T 143 %

Fi REIXFPAELS , AR SO H [ A BRAMER 2T BRG 53501 N2 A TG A Ff B2 AR A 2 BRI 42 LR AF
TR -

B 1 CEER RS RRHR ) PERNTIRIM S BT, 2225 2 5 IRINEN 2 i n] Bk LA R AR 5%
== R NTTE=

B 1a : BEICF-RI R URIMEN 2T AL 585, 22 AR TR NN 2 2 5 (4 AT e PE AL 2l s .
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B L - BESEHOTRENN T 5 5 LGRS , 2k AN ) 5.5 P R AL SRR

B2 (M ET B RS S 55k 5RO 2 T DR 2 5 5
H 3T AT REPE LA BRS . ELUATTT 3 -

8 20 - KA B IR A , 2k HURSNAN 31 5 5 0 T R PE L BAE PRt

B8 2 K PV AR GBI A BRI ST 5 55 BT R ML) B AL LA

m. %iE.EEMHE

(—) %

AR5 A8 T A a0 A o TN R A 2w [ A s o 4R IR Y b R R B BR A A (China
Education Panel Survey, fiFRCEPS ) JEZR A4 . CEPSLA 2013 2 2014 2445 R 32k, SR Z W B (i
FRERB RG] (PPS ) BFAET5 78 A I BRI T 28 4~ B AR IR A s . AEAE R By
BEBLIIEL T 112 Fres e v i) 438 ARG TR AT , el vh PR A 2 E AREAS . e SRR A v,
A HIREA IR 19487, CEPSIUAE T G TR A 27 A I SEACIE L | 27 2 i ERE R L R 2205 L
B G O R AR E AR R T AP TR R E RGBSR AR R | XA SR LUK
BE 928 PR AT 2 M7 A B TR L B R 3 450 07 T A . DR 2, 6 80
OB B ARSI (R R B 1S Y

() ABhr

1 GRS MBS R BRI S IR, APTFE & A QIR A B, 05 e 72 51k
AT FIRIMN T BAES . HIEA TS OLANT RN T S 5, B2 5N, 7EA SO i
EOMEVE R, LIRS SRS RIMOTIIED, CEPSERME T4 AN A FEA 2 BRI T 1Y
PRI, g A SR I3, Re— Mg g i (LTI B ).

2. Az SIEHAE . AITTER H RS S ER RSN T S5 JEPR T 2B S IR HA
UM o ASBTTERE SRR 1 AR A F AR e o A T AE DR GR A ER SN ~] (9P 22 1E 2% FIBEZ S
PO TR LB TR T BER N B2 LR TRA D 2T 92 5 FOAE B A2 A8 i 22 i, RIVBEZRIRS T
#b 2 BSFEIAE R ANBER SRS T B LBl . UL BRI S B, B DL Toe 8y, R e
Iriee MR 2 BRI AGAZO AR AR AN MR R KRS S S MR K S A M I2ERER B3l s O
ZREZHWMUARBS GARAL IR 2, RSO HBCE N B R, DURSIIE NS 5.
KRG AL ZERHR BB I 02— DB AR R A2 i, CEPSHRIE TIN5 S 2 A 3R REA 1Ll iy
e, o “FIOAREZT ARSI 5 “FIRIAREZ T A SRR RO, XA i R
i, 0 =0 ONATR AR AR, FATPREE AR R E 5 AR B R
0—4 WHESE i, BUEM K BN E R K S 5 Ht 2 B ah R IR | 75 5) 32 30 5 IR AR I 2

3. AR PSR AL, — U AR R GE R RIE AR B, 5 — U S A I RAE AR
o MRS R AR ARG P SR A IRECRT 1 A T RESZ M PRI ) 2 5 IS B Y
AR, LARCEHERINIRE TS  BEGHRA R 2ER A

FRBEZ Y AL AR K KB E B FZE AL AL (SES ). CEPSERAEMZE K H W
BRRER Em ERX T B s  ARR T, SR E N RS T Rl e

D% TCEPSE & Byt 7 F At v LK EZ A, E5 £ 8ENE ¥ Wk, http://ceps.ruc.edu.cn,
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BB R R RSB REARE  IFTE A T FRATMRIE A B B L A 52 20 AR
A AT EORTR A, B ORI RO IS . TR, FAT1A5 21— HUEAE 7 3] 22 4F
LA B ZERER) 22 T i 2 — AN FERT AR A o, IR RO BT SO R 32 280R R AL L K
JEE 22 TR ATFIAC BRI BOR B0 /1 0 BT S5 (I AR, (EAEABESE T, FATR O T PRI MR T 2
S PELON , BT AR IR 2B = A o DR AT DRI DU bR 32 o3 o W 97k A Al
—MHUEFEF 0 2 100 AR EEL T AL 2 MR KL, FRRE X B I R 2 B A 2 M 52 ) A i LA
il o

SRS IHEG R 128 B B R ARG XA | AR LE | BB L | AR BRI RS i) X i J= 7
X PO H B E A B IR A T2 AT T M BRI bR . AR IX LA & = AN, 7351 23
iR IR GN £ 55, RS C AT RIIESE, D05 20 B IR S AT REAR TR RS , DA~ i) XA
JESAACEUE B A B R . AR R AR A A RO S R AR 2 L IR AR OR R 2 AT g
Bk, ok A AR BERYZOR AT RERLAL A o BUMASRE LR AR ASRE S AL 25 Dy O A i A 280 P
FUB 5 A= 38k R A A ) AR Y NI Bk AR O , FEBE R P A AT T R B SR 9 2
UTASRE HE AR B ) S e S i, X AR e A BB ey, LT TR S A A 0 o T i iy o i
J& L WRETSCT S, AWFF I —A B8 H AR R RS b 2] S 5 FIAE 28 1 BRSO AA00E , AR LATE
FIIFSE L 3% BRSO 1T RE 2532 B BER A B2 A2 ) 520, DR FRAT TAR A © A U SR E R 2855 41
S AR BORIE G B KA S IR B 2= 7 A bR i i Al

() B PBMESE Jiidk

R TG = A48, SRR G T, FRAT e R A R RIS A T 1 S SR
PR TR, RS2 A RSN T AR B SR KA S BB A AR . SRS Sk R AR B S
BB EEPIZ R R0, LU RTEIE Z [RIRAMG > S 5 R 3 2 R 1 22 52

5 T HR A 2 )2 IR -A R0 AR (multilevel mixed-effects regression model ) 243 It TR AN b )
2 5 FIAE B 15 2 R P GRAINN > AL SR A RE ), BRSNS 351715 25 BEGL B R AR FE 35800
 TRATA R AR = A BAS, SRR 2T (92 5 CRAE &) FIfoheh 2] (e 3 (L8 &), LA
T EOR R R AR, FEAGTHRANEN 2T 092 5 B 52 0 R R AR TR, FRATT R B4 2 1 2 Logit T A 41
BRERY 5 WAEA T IRAMN T BUAE SR, FRARIRAMD 2] (AL B ] IR 227 i, (AR A g K %
i, Ot 22, AR RALSE T AT VLI A ZEAE 2 AL B AT (A0 — AR A REAS | IR 48 ity (IRAH
I AETR ) BRI AR AR R — AN BSOS 5 — B A A 4L TR A 43 (mixed distribution ), 7
DO R , AR R RO AG T, JCI8 (0 FH 0 2 8 AR IR S R B U R AR AR, #BAS BT
B35 (BREE 2014 : 239 ), Tobin (1958 ) #EHHAMLE (I RRISRTE ) I fliv ik SR, %07
R “tobit” BERY, FEASBIFSE AR, DR A B T RS2 I 00, DR MR il FH ™ Jr 14 3k B B MLk
Bitobithi# ( random-effects tobit models ) ( Carmon & Trivedi, 2010 ),

SF 05 5 s o FH AR AR ], 7855 843 A s o A8 e B SR AR Y SRt I AR K
(23 BB I AT O A BRI b 2D 1 TR ARSI

O XM FEREL & EFERE 69%, B K5 5 RMITMEENEFENE, BthoA LB Xk 1,

QOMAKRE R EECEM R WBERTE (HEMLE ) A QT ¥ P #H M E3ET & (contextual variable ), 240 57 A1, 3 ¢
ZHEHR, B AT T R 2 E A F EHEA (multilevel model ), EL & #48 £ W.Croon & Van Veldhoven (2007 ) 177 7 4%
(2011 ),
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. BiESHER

(—) WM IS5  AETRA A . BERIZERE 5 A BR

F LS THSM I S50 ATLUR I, ST ) et 2 5SS B B 31% 555
PERRONER > 2 5 B LU B EAR T 2ot s 2 5 PROMb T B9 22 AR P35 SL SR I IR B LU AN S RS b ) 127
He B s A A BRI 2] B2 5 R LU 2 A2 I 5 25 TR > B~ 2 2 Y SRBE 225 L Ao
MERKBEWEE R X MUT BERE SRS T A B T3 “e8 A . 7ERUA b, X
JIAT RS , IRAMEN ST BYF- X482 o 1275 5T, AT S IMERIMN T BIREARTIT 5, #b 21 B 4E 2% h
3867 JGo

B R, SR 2] 27 A B AE ) FE - 2 2 07 B 5 S IiRo b > i~ A
JITAE R PELL -4 8 B Bt i T RS PRGN 2T B4 s [RTRE , ZERIM b AT 9“2 A P e A BER S
RSN 2T (9 FE A BT g CAHXT T RSNERINMN T 897242 ) AR TR , ZIERIMb > 17
FEREATRESR A TIRSEIRIMN ) 2 SR RIES E M A B .l Ok, RO B2 SRS T At
SRV YL N HAR R RN AT BRI . HR, R SINZE R i ERIRI M T B LUl L SRR
SINFE RS54 0 HUSE 5 s SR 2T 9224 CREXS TR SRS T 59274 ) BIZK 5 -
ERHAR HAI LR R . I, MRS RE , ZK WA B 8T REL X T ERIMD 2T AT 38 B
S, I, WIRGEHRE , 2 A FIZ K SRR #RATRE 20 R YIRS T AT G

x1 MPRESHRMMIHEIREIT

- ¥l :. S 5> ) T B Bkl
P> w
AMAJZR A (n=17624)
BEEZ 5N (E=1) 1 0 0.31 0 1
Bk 0.29 0.71 0.5 0 1
BCg i 0.33 0.67 0.5 0 1
SR IREL 0.44 0.86 0.73 0 6
VR 0.34 0.66 0.46 0 1
LR 0.29 0.71 0.54 0 1
ARSI 0.18 0.82 0.52 0 1
il 0.46 0.54 0.48 0 1
FREATTAL L HAL 55.8 44.1 478 0 100
FEAHWE 17.5 16.5 16.8 7 22
INHIRE ST (BRifEfl) -0.9 0.24 0.015 -2.02 2.7
PRAMRIAESE (T-7T0) 3.867 0 1275 0 99.99
FREMFEK 2
2 0.37 0.63 0.75 0 1
1 0.14 0.86 0.25 0 1
FR G2 N SERHA T 5l 1.65 1.55 1.58 0 4
YEGZ AL i (n=438)
B E M 54.4 47.7 478 27.4 72.7
YEYCOT B T YRS (T-70) 2.47 0.72 127 0 19.63
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- ¥l :. S 5T ) T M Bkl
P> w
PRSI o) (% ) 55.7 20.2 31.4 0 96.2
FRZUE R (n=112)
ARG XA
H X 0.51 0.49 0.38 0 1
NG 0.25 0.74 0.38 0 1
£ 0.14 0.85 0.36 0 1
AL 13.1 13.7 13.5 4 25
A R (0 6.69 6.26 6.39 0 8.26
FUWARHL 0.82 0.7 0.74 0 1

() EMBERN A “SREEE” FURIMD 211 1 g m

AR 3 3k [ A BRI 25 SR BE A A “ S BRREAR” SHRANEN T 15 0 B2, b2 A A A2 YR 7Y
F14) 4R A [v) DR 0 i 2 A 78 A (BB AIL AR ), 8 P 79 J22 1R 5 00 1] U 85 8 (two-level mixed effects
regression ) PEATAl 1T FEATT2# AR B TRANN 21 S 5 1052 m R B, (8 FH 2 1210 -G 300 logitBE Y 5 7E Al
THAAE UGN 2T AL 2 04 52 i[RI 22T, ol FH AL, tobitSE 8

FE M TG T BB S SR . AR 1 BIARY 3 AT R RSN 2] 2 5 g P H AR R
VR ERERAY | Al AR XTI T 2 5 052 . B ES R RoR R ER L P R ES
GrAt A ACREHCE IR  BEOT- S 2 M 1 R B AE 0.001 IKOF 3, il T AR RS,
LAHEMIRINN 2] 25 ) LR S T B WA RN S 51005 (odds ) Bm T LAFER
Az IR P 2R AR RSN 2 2 5 LR B S TR R AR s RIE ATt S8 , 2228 PRI b
S5 RT Rt SRR BB IR, 22 2R RSN ) 2 5 0 0T et bl 5 B T34 By
JE U, RN S 5 R AT BE A R . XU B R AR L A A 2 A i S R
ARSI TR Ry 5 10 A U R 3 24 2 A SRS M T I LR BRI, 3 LT 5 22 1 o LA
PRAAE RARNE (B SEER FIFAERE , RO OL A A sl P BT IR e 5 | Ty T, A R i B Ol (=
ATE B, 2016 ), FE 2 FEARRL 1 BIERE BN T BRSO IR 2T AE SRR AR B XA R R BN
0.194 (p<0.001 ), FHE2S R R MRS T HA AR B2 5 , PR T-3ERIMM 2T AL 2R RS N 1000 T, 2%
BRSNS B LRGN 21.4% (°0.194-1=0.214 ) ;B8 3 FERERY 1 AY3ERE FANA T PEZURSMN >
Z 5 H AR, HARBUE0.054 1 H B3 (p<0.001), ZUFESH 7 HM R B2 )5, 244 B e gEg )
IRIMN S 2 5 iR s S IR S B LAt e

BT 4 R 6 Akt A2 BRI 2T AL SR 5o [ 21, LA 4 JE BRI | Al AR X
PRINEN 2T (IAE TR B FENR o AT S FERIHRY 4 (3Ll AT BRSO M ST L B A8 i, B2 R
TRNIZAR BN R BN 1.582 9 H i 3% (p<0.001 ) 5 #E71 6 7EAR AU 4 (1 3Lt _Fn A T IR T S 5 1
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(REHRE 2XE)

Educational Competition and Reference Group: A Sociological

Explanation of the Popularity of Private Tutoring in China
ZHOU Dong-yang, WU Yu-xiao

Abstract: In recent years, with the competition in education increasingly fierce, after-school private tutoring
has become a widespread phenomenon in China. Using the baseline data of China Education Panel Survey
(CEPS), this paper explores the causes of attending private tutoring for Chinese junior high school students.
We find that, participation in private tutoring is influenced not only by students’ family background but also
by their “reference group” . Firstly, the higher the average expenditure on private tutoring in his or her class,
the higher the cost an individual student will pay for private tutoring services. Moreover, higher percentage of
attending private tutoring in the class predicts higher probability of attending for individual students. Secondly,
the more the interactions between parents and between students are, the more likely they are to attend private
tutoring and the more money they pay for the tutoring services. This study, on the one hand, provides empirical
data for critically understanding the current fervor in attending private tutoring, and on the other offers a social
psychological analysis of educational competition and inequality in East Asian societies and other regions.

Key words: private tutoring; educational competition; reference group; hot house effect
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