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1. IL®IC

FHE, % L OIEETITFEfHA %8 U 72 Collective Voice DN % SEMIHH 3 2 /A 235
{72 b REEB OISR YRR (IR) 2> SRR AR EIREE (HRM) I X -
THIE S L2 HA 2366 X 21T 5 (Bryson,2004; Bryson et al.2013), & @ X 5 kit % ¥
RIC LT, FEMHAHBERECMAFROME T EAS T, K 1-1 © HARDHEEHK
K EFEMEBROHES IR T X 5 o, HEEMBEIE-H L TETL 1970 FiciE 34% T
B o 7= S HEE AR R A3 2019 4E1C1Z 15% & 72 o 72, FHABED 90 SEREIECH WA LET
fHACH 5, —J. FEOEAIZK 1-2 2983 X 512, 2000 4E LA 2RISR, mAH
BedicEHRLTED, 2012 FITIZIMAED 36%., MIMAES 2188000 HFANE o7z, C
DEIICHPTEES B oL 72> T 5,

¥ 7z, HRClRIEMAOER., fENZEEED RE (R RsTws, FEOEA, 2T
D97 E#H 41 The All-China Federation of Trade Unions (AN ACFTU &4 3) IZffE+d
ZZEREDLNTEY, HERES ACFTU 2@ L THAICHENZRIFLTWE, X5
I, A REEBDHRANAERICK o TR I N2 DTldke <. ACFTU 233 Z &ic X
ST ENG, — /. HROGHEIERDF v aF e vy X —BEFEELTEY, v aF)
Nt v X —DEMEICHT 2HENIIRENTH 5, HARADOHMAITHETZ T Tk Bk
LHELED . BEIHATH Y F L aF by & —7 L FEHED S OBEITTV,

O X ICHAEMBEDHENAZE D RECEL2HTOMAETIE, ZOMED LD
LIOCERRDZDONPICDOWTHEEL 72w, FifGoER T 220 R ICBL Tt
Freeman(1980). Freeman and Medoff(1984). Booth(1995)7 ¥ 23ER & In > T, &S, 9
A FEN:, BEMCR, A, 5@, 2otz ) v RA T4 v b ET T M A LERE L
ML S FET 5. 2 T ARMTRT Y b 2EBAEE2KHEL EENMHICERT 5,

KRNI 30D H 5, 1 ic, HH oA KA TTo T b HTh 5, HHE
723, b L RHARZFICER L2HBHAE G T 25 E %2 00 L 720721384 <
FHET D, L2 LAaPL, HRFOWKEZIT 5 20 HFHEL &2\, 5 212, Yao and
Gunderson(2020) % {54 % X 5 i FEOKF AL T — 2 AV HEO BSR4
Friddd BEESREZa Y FPr—1 L) 2 TOMEDERNEE DT L 72 hE DT
FIZE A EHFEL R, 31, rmlFdeE s v 2 H e CHY OGO EE S HICE 2 55
B i L7513 e v, e T o2 w5 2 & ©, flE0ESMRIEESE D
LSIRMEESEICXVEECH 20220 T 5 2 L AAREE 4 5,

LI ARICIIUTOBSRNAERD D S, HAZ GO 2% { 0JtEE iy #iao
MR AMET Lco@lla o BEEZAMbTw 3, —J7, HETIERFEH AR - 5 4E
I 5, BUFIC X 25280110 X o THEIR A Z X & 2 255823, F7 Bt E OB H A3
HEO TGO THNE, BIFOF G ZE L B2 iTidsceic. B LA %
FICRLTC—EDRBELDH D LMRNT 22 b TE L, BITHAMES Ve &I, BUFZ
U 7 EHE~OTHICIIER B R e RIRT 2 2 LA TE B,



2 HiCIZEATOIE 2 — <4 L. 3HiTldHP oI @A DHIEER) 72 2250E & BUK % H
T3, 4fiTIET X LHEET MICOWTHAT 5, 5 HiCIEEIEIIT 21TV, 6 Hi Tl
i & SR DOFEZ AT 0,

2. SEfTWIR

A, FEOFEHGOEEZ I LD LT 2 EMF TN T 2T IEEMRI N TV,
2L, ZD%H L BRELRVT = Z22EHT — 2 2HTE Y, KitT — X 27205
ARG 7o v, BB L TiE. Yao and Zhong(2013) 23 E DT — 2 T,
HE2d 2 LY 72 ) OFEENE RS 2% EA LT\ 5, 72, Buddetal.(2014) 1%
1994-2008 EDEH D7 — 2 2 v CTHAMBER S B EE N L TRETR Avw L %
FIELCTwd, —7, Ge(2014) I3 b¥ET — 2 ZHWC, MHAVBTFAET 2 L EE& % 8.6-27.1%
FRAT 2L ZRLT W5, $7-. Gundersonetal.(2016) i3AfE i+ % o &[5 U CFPS
D 2010 4F7 — 2 ZHW T, HEDRE% Oaxaca 77 fifIC CRMEER & ARBEhE D 22 % Al
LTw3, ZoOfER, E&2A T 10%E i@t a icmA T 2 L §820359.3% L3 5
DB, B 10%ETIZES®34% LA T2 2 826 AKINAE O CHAENRELEETH 5,
¥ REOEEC L OMEDOESMEZ 7T L. BUFMEECTIIHEDRIED 22.3%T
H5DICHT LT, State-owned firms CHEMETITHANRPIAEE I AW L 2FEEL
TWw 3%, Yao and Gunderson(2021)iZ. CFPS @ 2010 FEF — X ZH T, HHEXFELET S
EEED 6.4-9.6% A TR EEREIL TS, T2, HADOR LB HIEICHET 34
D }E (Provincial Measures Establishment and Provincial Measures Compensation) D j# X
Zaviwe—naLTh, HAEDHFHERESZ EFIEE L 2L T3,

FEHA O EELIMCH T 2 RICOVTRUT O LB Y TH 5, FEAEEICEL T,
Ge(2007) Tl @A EFEE I LT 7 7 Z0%REBH 2 23, Fligicii~4 F 2%
BB EERFEIL T2, Luetal.(2010) X REMBET — 2 2 HwC. FIfE 12578
EEVEIC T 7 ZADMBERH 5 2 L BiEZRL T3, Yaoand Zhong(2013) 23 E D 3T —
ZEHANT, #HELD D EFEBVPHEAET LHERD LRT 2L H2EHIEL Tw 5,

HAR D5 @A D &S i3 280581 o T i, Tachibanaki and Noda(2000) 2395 @#H4&
DESMEPHECIMER I N o720, KETRIEDOHEZRL TWwW5b, £/, Hara
and Kawaguchi(2008) 1355t 2 7 v 57— & # T, Cotton-Neumark 73fi# CHHA& B & FEH
HEEOESMZDIRNZ 4T LT3, Morikawa(2010) 135 @i &34 EE* PR ¥ 3
—J7C. T A Y ADMIELIRT X 5 il EENE ER X250, 2 hicEe%
FRZXEZ L WIERIIEATIIYTIZE S v & $ 5, Okamoto and Matsuura(2020) 13,
BEAINVT =2 AT, HHHEOERREZMRET 5 2 L ITMA T, SRl kR
DE I CHEAFFBHEEEOSWEETIRESLEL R HA2EH 5 Z L ER LT,



HEHAEOESUN TR T EIHMBICELCTIZ. UTDo Y TtH3, Noda and
Hirano(2013) (% 1997 fELLHET Tl 55 @A 235 % & downsizing % Il L T\»7223, 1997 4
DR EHE 23 FET 5 L & LA downsizing ZE#ET 5 2 L #EAEL TWw 3 2,

3. HHoHEREA ORHIE OZEE L BIK

FPENFHARZ T Tl <, hodetEE e @ aHE 2K E < 2 %, Gunderson et al.
am®u¢a@%@méawﬁtt@&®mé@%@aLf\uT@4£%*ﬁ1m5 i
LIS A 3 B o TR E O E T b L M A LEE I3REH LI Th %,
F2io, HEPDECHKEINZE L THRER] iiJ[l]\Lttbn_ EHHHETH S, H3IC
1202t 1 DL EDMEDPHIET 2 2 L 3d 5, H4ic, HEEI méﬁgﬁécw%
INb,

INHLORICEL Tt IR HARSPEBR L AR TH 2, 7272 L. HAD PHIKGEE & 13578
AL B 2RSS 5, Acki(199h)IcREINE X H i, a—FL— I NF v R LEM
BT ORIERMHTEIEICER Lz 9 2T, BKkE AARDZICER L2525 S FET 5,
BT O R T, FEHAICER LK E HROFHRDOE I T O LBV TH D, 5
1u\5$ﬁ%®ﬁ§%@& IREEBPLREL T3, X 5IT, Jacoby(2005)23 783 &

CHADOREZE X, o CHATEERKE 2R LEZADEIGR RV, 200, FE
%ik$%®&m%$ﬁbf A L HmRAN RBAREZ RO Z L ICBD TS, 2D X5 =M
mozoic, HARDOFHEBERIIHHAMN TS 2 2 & 234EHE LT3 (Morikawa 2010;
Tachibanaki and Noda 2000), 2% 2 1, #&&=EF IZBZFEANMGICIIFENTH 225, HE%HEL
7 AR D> & DO TR ITIXHON I T H %, FrICFRIBEMRZEOREH X7 @G B FEEST 2 LN
PoRETHING LFEX, TOME, FAERECIEFBHAGSEEL RV EHLEH 5
(Matsuura and Noda 2013),

EClx, 55 112, All-China Federation of Trade Unions (ACFTU)IZEUfF 2> & %HA%A?j: c
RET DO NT Ly vy —%2RT L MARETI Ny 77XV VY TCREINSF 21,
méﬁ%%énékﬁ%iéf@%%ﬁﬁﬁé@xy»~@%%kﬁ§?50tt mﬁé
DHNAZFERIIC IZEAOFBEICERLN D, CHADHREINS &, 1 2DFED A
BRDHND, X HICHEDOEGAE T4 Tﬁﬁ#&b‘ 7272 L. Liuand Li(2014)I37EE B 233E&
FOANIAFEEMmL T, BUFICARHALZREIEL L2 RLAEFHZHEMNL T
W3,

72720, fHEOREICEL TREIF2 L DENDED 505, 463 L b REEDTEICEFD
BEAICHEIEITH 201 TldZa\vy, LivandLi(2014) 13, OERELPHAEEIES X 5 il
LTELDTREESHAZRE ST 208, \AWEBEOELEHESHAOHRICIELIN, &£ C

2 2000 ELLRT D I B A DR A DM L 7205 & L TiE. Brunello(1992) % Tsuru and Rebitzer(1995) 72
g‘ﬁ‘;ﬁﬁﬁl é o



DA BAHEEHBKCTH Y. WEBIIHEOFFEZEHMLINTRWVWT — X2/ L
TWw3, ¥£7-. Gunderson et al.2016)25 " T X Hic, HETH BFEFEICL->T, HEDPE
BINRPBEL Y | HE R BZECBUNTA {3 (state-owned enterprises) T (3 57 il & 0 E &%)
RBBIEI N,

He o 57 @G OB 2Rz ok & 2 & MTD X 5 ILE R 2, HEOII#EH#HA
IR D GG LR 2 L RECERE > TWw b, —F, BRDF A X E O 57 @&
N2 LKk TG L L K DLEREZ R T 5, L L. HARTIEREEE QI @)
G HaICREL TEL T, BEZEOL L IINERAETH 0 | BEH D R S @& 1cif
BENThHb, Ioic, CoFEICH@ET 2 L & LT, A IZBIEOFTEIFEE & Hl R
BAIFEED B 0 . JTERHA DT ST B IC G 2 2 B I E TR T %,

4. TRLHEEET N

4EICRERAT 2T — 2 LHEEETAICOWTHALZ v, BL®ICT—ZICD0TH
BHL 72\ HENCEI L <l HERES)EEYFHZE (China Family Panel Studies, CFPS) @
2012,2014,2016,2018 FE D PUHAR S 4 V57 — & Z s %, CFPS 1 Institute of Social Science
Survey of Peking University 28 2010 fFICHAME L 7z XA VilECTH 5, JE(LL BFEHhINE %
FhnC, 25 BB R E LT3, 14,798 fitw (KA 33,600, F &% 8,990 A) icA4 v
gea—tLTEH, BRI 87.9%TH 5 3, 7272 L. 2012 F 3T BIRFH O LZE D 70
7=, FERREZ L o 4 AR S A VoA &L G5B E B 0 o 3 IS AR LT R ATV 72 0

HAWwB L <ix., JHPS/KHPS @ 2004 4~2018 £0 7 — % % v %, KHPS(Keio
Household Panel Survey) i3 2 E# 4,000 45, 7,000 A% RRIC 2004 2> & ke L < FEfi
INTEZHFAKETH %, JHPS(Japan Household Panel Survey)id 2009 4E X b Hi7-ic & E
4,000 ADFELEXNRE LIRETSH 2, AT, L. HEEEZIRS T~ T
IS,

BRI fEEET VI T LB Y TH 5,

Ln(wage);: = By + B Union;; + (Control) + ¢; + u;;

FRCEHT2Z28ip,ch Y. HEOBEMETH S, BRIl Tid, PE<TIX. TIEE
DR X BN O E 72, HARIC DWW Tk, #EaiBAZEIE TWEFE 1 /R o
HDO/INALl OXWEBIETH 5, FaBtHERTH 298G X I —12. LTOHEMEH
ERHL 72, MEOLE. B 2012, 2014 £ T T HR7ZIZUT oMM A v oX—TF
2] EVHEMD S bHEfA L RELZAEZ T E LT, 2hlst%E 0 &3 %, 2016, 2018
i (a3 HAHEo A v N —TT 2] LI ERICH LT, yes EHEFELZAZ 1
ELEXI—ZHER5, HEROEA, B [ & %72 37 @tHacmAL g3

S 7272 L. 2010 FFICIIREREE T — X BFE L e\ e ic, RFRTIEEM L 72w,
5



TH YIRS 35 A T R, 205 1 3@ 135 2 2MA L T Zau,
3G DI EHEICMAL T3 4G D TEIHAITIMALTW2, 5,5TiEEL A
Wl DB, 1L2%0, 3¢ 4%1LT295HXI—%HT 2,

CDETN%E 7 T AR —uNR b pfFEERE % w7z POLS(Pooled OLS). [EIEX)RE
T, TV ELHRETNVICTHET 2, 510, BE2EWE &K WE AR E A R
5 AMREME A F R L <. pfiERE T A v 2, srhiElRE T v Cld, gotEEeE I
RUKESE T LV FRBDPRZ Wb HERIMERERE TR L 2EKT 5, 50
faz 2 &, MMAPESKEZHNEC20ELH 5, HfiblFes A 2#ET 22T, H
FOMAICES I 2N S 2 23R H 5 D2 % WBEE L 72\,

KICHPFDERSAFICDONTATAH G, K 2-1 IFHARDENSHTH 5, flEMAL T
W B I5E OFEINA 499 FH. i 500 FFTH Y, IEESAIOEWIEE 5, M
AITHIAL T ADFEED 344 TTH, i3 280 T CTREICEAL ML 85,
F 7o, BRSO HAEMADTT /NS v, FEICOWTIEK 2-2 TREND, #iidEND
B0 KE W, B CEIMAEICMAL T 5 ADFEIA 51,793 6, HFHfEA
42,601 Jt. MAIAL T ADFIHEIA 30,008 JT, FUR{EA 24,001 JTLTH %,
BRI, A ICMAL T3 A FEID 43,793 T8, o2 38,201 Jt T, A
AL T AOFEAEINAS 19,345 T, HOMEAS 14,201 JTTTH 5, #HH, BREL b
ICHAMAL T2 ADVIGEINDT A& < o 7T/ E

AR IR 1-1, £ 1-2, 13RI nb, £1-1 FHAROHERTH 5, HAEMNA
A 188%TH %, ERIIMAMAT O BHEICE L HUT/N X, JElG B o FF
finld 47.1 %, MEEIE 43.6 e HAB DT ME W, AREECHTEEL I —IcBL T
T 13 LA EECD R, ESTIRERE] I A B 23 43.4 WEfE]L FEAHA B 23 38.7 K] & Al
HEOTAR G, £ 1-2 3FED 4 M A7 —2offch by, £ 1-3 FFEO 3 #
AT —2Ths, AAMAEIZINTH D, K 1-2 23R TEFT— & LKL THIE
WV, F7z, Budd et al.(201)13E0 T — 2 2 HW T, FEMEAMAE L 24% & 35, 7272
L. Yao and Gunderson(2021)4% f56ii4 3 X 5 ic. AFTHWAE TF—XIFAAICKHT 27
vr— MBI HERTH Y FETEAADZEHRL TRl COHABTHL LD
Lz ldb—KTHh5 (Bai2011; Liu2010), EAFFIIHENAZT DT 23@E A3, Fr Bk
IS EMAZ O ARV, — . IS IMAFE O 5 23 & ElnfE o E & 03E < | Rl
BER L HEMAE DS E

5. HEER

5.1 fHAEOEEKEITN T 2 FE O H g
S5HICIIMADERICE X 2B ICEHT %, K2-1 PHADHRTH 5, (1)-QIFHEL
StofERcd 5, OLS, BIEME., 7 v X 2B b HEHE I ECHEETH 5, FE

4 Yao and Gunderson(2021) (% CFPS 2010 #FHH\»TE b . 8.6%BHAICIIMAL T3 LT 5,
6



REERET DL, FEHAICMALTWwE L e 143% EA3 25, RICHELDENIC
DWCHNTT %, (D)-(60)BFHE. (-3 LMD RTH S, OLS 7 v X LR ET NV
DEGHETIE BHEI D LU BHEHEOMRIIRE (22 b 00, FEEERETIEI
BHEOESE~DFBIIB AL T L A EFFE L 7\, Hara and Kawaguchi(2008) T,
IR aVDORAT R T ALDTES I T4y 0B Eavin—1d5L #l
BOESMRP T-1T% Lo TE Y, KELEVITRV, R 2-2 (35 HFH%Z 2 b —
LNLTWHEWERTH 2, 5@ Ezay e - Lawe, G0 RERee LR
2H5DD, REREWITFEL R,

KICHEOFERICERT 5,5 3-11322014-2018 FE o =Wl A v T — 2 DFERTH 5,
OLS # 7 VX LR TEIAEL LV FEBEDOHARDOEEI VS RE W, LarLAars, HEE
FIETIHBRED /NS CHERERLR W, 2O, HEMEEZZERT % L hETITF7 @
BOMBER IR CAREE R D B, 7272 L, FEOT —XIFHAD T —2 L By < H
526, MADHEHEMADEE Z 13132 2 L ATE TRV ARENED &
%, % 2T, FHEFMOER IR VD DD, 2010 F0 7 — & B A FPUBAR XA L7 — £
IS X o> THT 5, ZORIRD, K3-2TH 2, HFHHAOHRBIZETLECHERETH Y, [
ERROGE. FEHHAICMAL TV EEER 46.3% LA T 5, KICHLDENITOW
THRTHT G, D)-6)BBE. (- LtEcd s, BEERE TR, BECIHHEAMA
32 L E®D 30.7%, LTI 63.1% EF L. KEDTTHBMAMADR RS KE W L
NI NIz,

FATHIE DL L IFAMAINT = 2 PRET — 22 HVEWGEETH 2 b oo, FilfHe
PEBICT 7 ADMRBHER TN T 5, AR CTRFE AT =2 2T, HADE
REEMRZ a2 be—n L7295 2T, PERICEWTHEHEOMABERICT T X
IZ7 5 2 ERMER I N, 7277 L. FKitT — X 2T\ 3 Gunderson et al.(2016) % Yao
and Gunderson(2021) & i3 % L HAXIRABHEEFICKEZ W, 1 D0A[EEHE L Cid, A
TRHEIVELEDT =2 2HWT Vw570 THY, b5 1 O0RREMHELE L CIdFELRL S
HTHhHEEZLND,

Hrfz i3 2 &, mEOGE X =B o BEMR T 74 Tl ITEHEG DR IEE =
L%2bDD, %L DT —ATRFEHHEITMAT 2 LB kb, TOMRITHAL
HEARTHEEFITE V. —EDHRIIMHETH 25, b E 0 23578 ADRIE 23K
TN AR INT,

52 MAOEESM I T 3 BE O Hp B

RICHEHEOEENMICHER 2 HEEERE L, MG LEEMMHICHL T,
Freeman(1980) i3 @il AL E K E LM NE 2R ERL TS, ZOHEBE LT, %
A IEEED AR RO LD IHEBOERKEI/NI W LR E LTV,
Booth(1995) 13 5Bl 235 2 & . HEH CHMFHMOINGSELET S22 & kb, BE&HK
FEPNESL B HFEIEL TS,



DX, RITHRCRIIBHAIIESRELNS S 2R H L L35, £ T,
A TEEEN MO EOKETHBHADOERICH X 2 WENHEEFECBRINL D%
frlElGE 7T VAL CRAEL 72\, 2F 0 ERAMEWE X D AR E 2 51,
FHHAPEEKRELMNE T ELDH L L2 ERL, BICEELIEWE CHARE
BREWELIE, AP ESKELILRI 2 L2 ERT 5,

K4 PHAROHRTH L, (D-Q)BERETVOMETH 5, WINOGELME
BDECHETHY, KESELLSEEEO TR L TCHOMAEIESZ LR 20E
DRI NIz S OIRBICEHRT 2 L. L 25% DAY 34% CTH 5 DITxf L T,
A7 25% DA 12% Th b, (KESE T X Y HAERBEECTH L, T i, (4)-
(O) IXEERN R PLFE T L OFERTH 5, T 25% CTlEMlGH 2 L ES%E 18% 5
LI LT, FUfl-e EAL 25% TG DR P FEE TIdR Vv, L EDORER 2
5. HADE AT HEIHE DR RITES MLV E T AT CHERINE, LA LA S,
EEEECTIIIRMEL, BEMREFZEST 2 LARGHER RN LRI NI,

KICHEDOFERICONTATHRZY, £ 5-1 FEHBoETH 2, HiiEREF LT
X, FEHAORBIIETIEICAE TS %, RBOKRZI 2R L, T 25% Tl 34.7%
AL 25%1% 26.6% &, EEBMEWETX VMHAIENEECH L, ZoORRIZ. HERLH
HTd s, BEMESCERFETATIR, RTOEBPIEETIIR VY, LIEE R, =
W CIAHEMA DB+ ICHIEL 2\ 2 & T Al TE TR WATRELR H 5, %
T, FEREHOZEE I R vd oo, WM S AL T — X H W THREEZ T 5 72, £ OF5R
BE 5-2 THD, HfilllFder v cld, Iz L RBROEESBHE I Nz, —J7. BEED
Forfialge 7Tk, b B 25% CIRFEAOMIRSEICHETH 355, M
25% CIIIFERETH 5, ERKERE VI EHEHAORE/NE (R 523, L 25% Tl
AETHRV, ZOMRIEE, HROMR L 1382 5, TH 25% Tl G o s R gl
nNhwz i, 7EfHaoESRELN S 2MERRENTH 5 2 & 2 EKT %,

6. WEim
FEFHAAER T 2 RIEH PR E C Bx s, hETIZHEHHAINAEK, @A B

&b IR TH 2 3. HARIZMh O PEERGEE & RIS AE £ MR KT Hm TH
b, FEHEEEN D EA TV 2, F 2, FIERIC D PETIE TR ToME2 ACETU I A
T 5EEDH Y, ACFTU % U CH & 13 HPE R D E R % {5 2 % " Transmission Belt” T
HpLiEREING,

Zo XS ICHPTRE CHIERNICEZ 29578 A2 T @BEFIcd o T ESHP TR
mLDHhE ) T EICERL Tt it > 72, BRRIci, 5 a o EeKiECESSH
LG22 Ico T, HPOFE AN T — X Z W THREEL 72

Z DFER, LTDZ LRIz, 1, HROGEIZEEM R ZZEL T, J7#iH
AVEET 5 L EHED 10% A EE b, COMPIIHLTREL ERL R, —Ti, H
ETIEOLS 7 v XA LEBRET LTI TNOGETCOMAEVRFET 2 LEEX AT 5,

8



COMMBRITHARDOEE XD S BEEFICE V, —J7, BEEMRET VICBAL Tk, J7@E % 2
viar—A LB AL TRIFEETH 22, MR S AL T — 2 DA X EE R
ETNAVTHHEHHAEORBUIEICERECT, REDHARIV D RZ W, 2Ok, —EDHR
BFVETH 20, HIHEOEEE LRI 2MRRMETE, L DHfEEETATIRAR
DEAE LY DRBKE v, 21, HEHAOERSMICEZ 2B ICEL Tk, HAD
G T 25% e LCid, BEESREZFEL COMELERZ LA IR 1ALN
723, EAL 25% ISR L Cid. THZ25% X 0 DEIEAVIN S », X Hic, BEEMREFET S
& A7 25%Jgicnt L A D ESENER I N o7, —J7. TEDEGE 57
JRETACEARL FAKICEERMEVEO R XL VARSI KE N LRI NT, T2
2L, BEMREZEET S L. T 25%DMAMRIPIEREREE RS, coZ ik, HAL
2 & G A O TSI EMUNIER AT L BIRB I N D,

INLDRERIZ, LTDXIICEZBL LN TE S, —HOMBETIEEETH 225, H7{E)
O BERKEIN T 2 FITHE DT BKE W, hEO @A L. BFEMICER IS
) X0 DBUSBE N O FERIR D LIEN D 72 D ITTER & AR & 11T 2 {HITH 2358
72, AL T4 FOHERRED LN TR nwi L, FEHEOEENIC L HIKLH 2, Zhic
bbb, AFECRFEMAEOENIRKEC LRI NZ, 1 200HEMEE LT,
Yao and Zhong(2013) 23EHi 3% L 5 1<, BINBHEMNLED-® I, ACFTU %38 U TR
HHEICES AT 22T T30 THELEZOLNS, T2, HRCHCKE R Y, H
Eic B THEHAMALER FRLTw2 2L BRI ERTcHZ LEZL LMD,
7272 Ly TAL 25%JF 1S3 2 GG o R RICBI L T, BIRBHETH S,

SHOBEL LU ToRMBEToNd, H1ic, EHAaOT v b A LTH 5 J7#5%
R 52 208 IC oW T, AR CTIRESKEL BEOMORITHEH L, F8, 7)) vy
RATZ 4y b AR & Vo e D ST EIRIC S 2 2B O WT ERE T 5 M4
Hb,F2ic, PET— 2B L CTid 3T — 2 DG A ICEEMR T T A THERG DR
BPEEIC RO >72001%, #HEMADOZEEH/NI WD B+ Thhrolzl &
BIRETH 2D, 2 e dIERFRIOFEIC L 2D ICDOWTHL 2T 5 2 LATE
Brotz, TOMBEMBEOT —2%H\w3 2 &T, #AAEEE &3, B3I, AfETix
Hrr o5l a o hd@m E HIEH 2R L2, 2 b o HoEwi, AHE OfM2%E 5
DI ZDHICD T, MEETE Tk, HROEITIR Cld, BEOFTE#ED
E ORI A OB TG O F BRI G A 2B ICEET L LRI T WL 5,
ZZ T, HFDO AL T =2 %W T, BREDOFTEMIEDENIC X o THAMAICK L T
BY 20850, HHHEDOHERMNICGEZ 2 HEPRE O EBGEET 5 2 &k, HF oD
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Union Non-Union
Mean Std. Dev. Mean Std. Dev.

Wage 499.60 259.62 344.08 313.22
Age30 0.27 0.45 0.19 0.39
Age40 0.31 0.46 0.29 0.45
Age50 0.32 0.47 0.45 0.50
Married 0.75 0.43 0.73 0.44
Working Hour 43.43 14.88 38.74 18.96
City 0.27 0.44 0.29 0.45
Obs 8,287 35,605

#* 12 seb AR E - PE 2012-2018

Union Non-Union
Mean Std. Dev. Mean Std. Dev.

Wage 53888 41672 31935 36379
Aged20 0.178 0.383 0.337 0.473
Aged30 0.303 0.460 0.272 0.445
Aged40 0.305 0.460 0.247 0.431
Aged50 0.214 0.410 0.144 0.351
Married 0.831 0.375 0.765 0.424
Urban 0.850 0.358 0.603 0.489
Sample Size 2,512 25,553

#* 13 e AR E - PE 2014-2018

Union Non-Union
Mean Std. Dev. Mean Std. Dev.

Wage 57507 42536 34064 36320
Aged20 0.190 0.393 0.360 0.480
Aged30 0.305 0.461 0.272 0.445
Aged40 0.290 0.454 0.228 0.419
Aged50 0.214 0.410 0.140 0.347
Married 0.819 0.385 0.743 0.437
Working Hour 46.371 13.916 52.791 17.523
Urban 0.850 0.357 0.608 0.488
Sample Size 2,084 18,668

14



# 2-1. HFHMEOERICEAORE: AR
) () 3) G (%) (6) (7 (8) 9
Total Male Female
POLS FE RE POLS FE RE POLS FE RE
Union 0.290%**  (.143%** 0.204%*%  0.0945%**  (.126*** 0.137*** 0.424%** 0.12]1%** 0.238%**
(0.0179) (0.0163) (0.0142) (0.0154) (0.0196) (0.0166) (0.0312) (0.0270) (0.0243)
Age30 0.180***  0.169***  0.180***  (.378*** 0.284%** 0.320%** 0.0650** 0.0206 0.0308
(0.0215) (0.0261) (0.0216) (0.0281) (0.0304) (0.0260) (0.0298) (0.0421) (0.0324)
Age40 0.316%**  0.334%**  (.340***  (.570%*** 0.429%#** 0.468%** 0.156%** 0.216%** 0.189%***
(0.0243) (0.0317) (0.0235) (0.0307) (0.0365) (0.0279) (0.0322) (0.0524) (0.0348)
Age50 0.338***  0.363*%**  (0.369***  (.470%** 0.470%** 0.468%** 0.182%** 0.220%** 0.210%**
(0.0251) (0.0381) (0.0258) (0.0325) (0.0447) (0.0305) (0.0332) (0.0622) (0.0368)
Married 0.0858*** -0.0392 -0.00409 0.372%** 0.192%** 0.291***  0.250%**  -0.250%**  -0.333***
(0.0182) (0.0302) (0.0197) (0.0221) (0.0336) (0.0231) (0.0258) (0.0455) (0.0282)
Working Hour 0.0266***  0.00681*** 0.0106%*** 0.00924*** (0.00421*** 0.00534*** (.0254*** 0.00966*** (0.0137***
(0.000540) (0.000375) (0.000375) (0.000554) (0.000414) (0.000396) (0.000838) (0.000668) (0.000666)
City 0.0752***  -0.00675 0.0262 0.0778%** 0.0313 0.0506** 0.0508** -0.0422 0.00746
(0.0189) (0.0359) (0.0200) (0.0185) (0.0405) (0.0219) (0.0244) (0.0601) (0.0280)
Firm size, Industry, Year yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes
R-squared 0.373 0.074 0.311 0.086 0.338 0.101
Observations 37,790 37,790 37,790 20,922 20,922 20,922 16,868 16,868 16,868

Clustered robust standard errors in parentheses

k% 50,01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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TR DA G2 DR TR L) - B

b

(1) () (3) 4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 9)
Total Male Female
POLS FE RE POLS FE RE POLS FE RE
Union 0.380%**  0.155%**  0.209*** (0.0911*** (.131%*%* (.142%**  (.572%** 0.140%** 0.254%**
(0.0223)  (0.0170)  (0.0154)  (0.0160)  (0.0202) (0.0173) (0.0375) (0.0285) (0.0261)
Age30 0.215%**  0.178***  (.187***  (0.413***  (.207*** (.333%%* 0.0319 0.00884 0.00918
(0.0259)  (0.0271)  (0.0235)  (0.0299)  (0.0310) (0.0269) (0.0351) (0.0445) (0.0359)
Age40 0.323%*%  0.346***  (0.348***  (0.602***  (0.443*** (.477*¥**  (.101*** 0.218%** 0.180%**
(0.0297)  (0.0327)  (0.0257)  (0.0324)  (0.0372)  (0.0288) (0.0385) (0.0549) (0.0386)
Age50 0.324%*%  (.384***  (.383***  (.470**%*  (.488*** (.475%*F* (. ]52%** 0.237%** 0.2 1%**
(0.0306)  (0.0394) (0.0284)  (0.0344) (0.0456) (0.0315) (0.0400) (0.0652) (0.0408)
Married 0.0428* -0.0484 -0.0284  0.402%**  (.199%** (.298%**  -0.446***  0.288%**  -0.404%***
(0.0227)  (0.0319)  (0.0230)  (0.0234)  (0.0348) (0.0242) (0.0298) (0.0484) (0.0322)
city 0.0797***  -0.00620  0.0209  0.0803***  0.0312  0.0524** 0.0347 -0.0381 -0.00555
(0.0247)  (0.0385) (0.0238)  (0.0193)  (0.0426) (0.0236) (0.0310) (0.0649) (0.0330)
Firm size, Industry, Year yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes
R-squared 0.174 0.046 0.273 0.070 0.172 0.063
Observations 37,790 37,790 37,790 20,922 20,922 20,922 16,868 16,868 16,868

Clustered robust standard errors in parentheses
#% n<(.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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£ 3-1. HEHAEDEEICEZD

HZ Y8R
5%

(2014,2016,2018) : H

@) 2) A3) “4) (6] (6) (7 8 (€]
Total Male Female
POLS FE RE POLS FE RE POLS FE RE
Union 0.417 ok 0.038 0.364 oA 0.267 oAk 0.032 0.240 ok 0.577 oAk 0.027 0.507 oA
(0.0301) (0.0878) (0.0328) (0.0401) (0.1085) (0.0443) (0.0451) (0.1469) (0.0486)
Age30 0.331 ok 0.033 0.305 oAk 0.239 oAk 0.072 0.225 oAk 0.373 oAk -0.026 0.339 oAk
(0.0449) (0.1139) (0.0463) (0.0614) (0.1590) (0.0644) (0.0653) (0.1551) (0.0665)
Aged0 0.220 ok -0.178 0.218 oAk 0.090 -0.442 oo 0.093 0.315 oAk 0.002 0.305 oAk
(0.0468) (0.1766) (0.0484) (0.0654) (0.2219) (0.0680) (0.0664) (0.2614) (0.0685)
AgeS50 0.187 ok -0.496 ok 0.175 oAk 0.046 -0.861 HoAx 0.045 0.180 ok -0.224 0.157 ok
(0.0503) (0.2433) (0.0517) (0.0669) (0.2960) (0.0697) (0.0786) (0.3773) (0.0802)
Married 0.014 0.139 0.025 0.213 HoA 0.363 0.221 HoAx -0.127 ok -0.204 -0.120 *
(0.0426) (0.1978) (0.0450) (0.0567) (0.2559) (0.0608) (0.0646) (0.3148) (0.0676)
Working Hour 0.000 0.004 oo 0.001 -0.002 oo 0.002 -0.002 0.002 0.007 oo 0.002
(0.0010) (0.0021) (0.0010) (0.0012) (0.0026) (0.0013) (0.0017) (0.0035) (0.0017)
Urban 0.387 ok 0.574 oAk 0.411 oAk 0.376 oAk 0.558 oAk 0.398 oAk 0.418 oAk 0.581 oAk 0.444 oAk
(0.0350) (0.1273) (0.0369) (0.0460) (0.1592) (0.0488) (0.0534) (0.2081) (0.0561)
Firm Size, industry, year yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes
R-squared 0.0996 0.1367 0.1284 0.1033 0.1513 0.1403 0.1029 0.1345 0.1201
Observations 20,752 20,752 20,752 11,896 11,896 11,896 8,856 8,856 8,856

Clustered robust standard errors in parentheses

#% n<(.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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£ 32, PERADE

G52 5548 (2012,2014,2016,2018) : Hi [

(M 2 (&) “4) (&) (6) (M ® &)
Total Male Female
POLS FE RE POLS FE RE POLS FE RE
Union 0.641 ok 0.463 otk 0.619 otk 0.351 ok 0.307 otk 0.342 ok 0.917 ok 0.631 otk 0.892 ok
(0.0396) (0.0780) (0.04006) (0.0478) (0.0916) (0.04806) (0.0661) (0.1381) (0.0682)
Age30 0.340 ok 0.037 0.313 HHE 0.175 ok 0.030 0.162 ok 0.447 ok 0.075 0.410 ok
(0.0451) (0.1040) (0.0457) (0.0544) (0.1243) (0.0551) (0.0721) (0.1706) (0.0733)
Aged4( 0.259 ok 0.169 0.273 HHE 0.012 -0.126 0.020 0.491 ok 0.490 o 0.504 ok
(0.0455) (0.1566) (0.0460) (0.0561) (0.1948) (0.0570) (0.0714) (0.2491) (0.0723)
AgeS0 0.003 -0.213 0.011 -0.198  **#x .0.444 * -0.189  *#x - .0.032 -0.131 -0.032
(0.0552) (0.2150) (0.0555) (0.0620) (0.2571) (0.0629) (0.1044) (0.3616) (0.1040)
Married -0.128  *** 0260 * -0.131  **x 0.171 ok 0.069 0.173 ek 20.320 ko .0.704 FEx L0334 kkx
(0.0437) (0.1459) (0.0446) (0.0515) (0.1824) (0.0535) (0.0716) (0.2362) (0.0725)
Urban 0.302 ok 0.614 HHE 0.325 HHE 0.297 ok 0.511 HHE 0.312 ok 0.341 ok 0.756 HHE 0.371 ok
(0.0336) (0.1073) (0.0347) (0.0400) (0.1278) (0.0414) (0.0565) (0.1852) (0.0581)
Firm Size, industry, year yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes yes
R-squared 0.0537 0.0449 0.0371 0.0702 0.0743 0.0674 0.0581 0.0365 0.0266
Observations 28,065 28,065 28,065 16,175 16,175 16,175 11,890 11,890 11,890

Clustered robust standard errors in parentheses
#% n<(.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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* 4. TEEAEOERICEG 2O bR (AA)

(1) (2) 3) 4) (5) (6)
0.25 0.5 0.75 0.25 0.5 0.75
Quantile Quantile Quantile  FE Quantile FE Quantile FE Quantile
Union 0.340%** 0.265%** 0.119%** 0.180%** 0.135 0.107
(0.0113) (0.0113) (0.0125) (0.0509) (0.0959) (0.140)
Age30 0.180%** 0.171%** 0.191%** 0.208%* 0.161 0.133
(0.0179) (0.0180) (0.0199) (0.0887) (0.167) (0.245)
Aged0 0.260%** 0.272%** 0.347%** 0.417%** 0.317 0.257
(0.0180) (0.0180) (0.0200) (0.108) (0.203) (0.297)
Age50 0.254%** 0.280%** 0.418%** 0.442%** 0.348 0.291
(0.0177) (0.0177) (0.0196) (0.127) (0.240) (0.351)
Married 0.049%** 0.102%** 0.188%** -0.0653 -0.0335 -0.0143
(0.0106) (0.0106) (0.0117) (0.0897) (0.169) (0.247)
Working Hour 0.0327***  0.0313***  (0.0184*** 0.008*** 0.006*** 0.005%*
(0.0003) (0.0003) (0.0003) (0.001) (0.002) (0.003)
City dummy 0.0552***  0.0667*** 0.092%** -0.010 -0.006 -0.004
(0.00950) (0.00951) (0.0105) (0.114) (0.215) (0.315)
Firm size, Industry, Year yes yes yes yes yes yes
Observations 37,790 37,790 37,790 20,922 20,922 20,922

Clustered robust standard errors in parentheses
**% p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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* 5-1. e O BTG5 28 S rals (HE 2014, 2016, 2018)
0.25 0.5 0.75 0.25 0.5 0.75
Quantile Quantile Quantile FE Quantile FE Quantile FE Quantile
Union 0.347 HAH 0.281 oAk 0.266 HAK 0.011 0.037 0.062
(0.0402) (0.0203) (0.0193) (0.3687) (0.2623) (0.3402)
Age30 0.197 HAH 0.138 oAk 0.121 HAH 0.0470 0.033 0.021
(0.0316) (0.0159) (0.0152) (0.4877) (0.3469) (0.4500)
Aged0 0.035 -0.058 xRk -0.078 oAk -0.172 -0.178 -0.183
(0.0337) (0.0170) (0.0162) (0.7571) (0.5385) (0.6986)
Age50 -0.044 -0.128 xRk -0.151 oAk -0.491 -0.495 -0.499
(0.0386) (0.0195) (0.0186) (1.0251) (0.7292) (0.9459)
Married 0.075 ok 0.006 0.005 0.102 0.138 0.171
(0.0300) (0.0152) (0.0144) (0.8264) (0.5878) (0.7626)
Working Hour 0.001 ok 0.000 -0.001 HAk 0.005 0.004 0.004
(0.0007) (0.0003) (0.0003) (0.0092) (0.0066) (0.0085)
Urban 0.247 oAk 0.151 ok 0.123 oAk 0.640 0.576 0.515
(0.0242) (0.0122) (0.0117) (0.5339) (0.3799) (0.4927)
Firm Size, industry, year yes yes yes yes yes yes
Observations 20,752 20,752 20,752 20,752 20,752 20,752

Clustered robust standard errors in parentheses

#% n<(.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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#£ 522, FHEMEODEEIZEZD

B A5 EE (P E 2012, 2014, 2016, 2018)

0.25 0.5 0.75 0.25 0.5 0.75
Quantile Quantile Quantile FE Quantile FE Quantile FE Quantile
Union 0.378 oAk 0.281 oAk 0.262 oAk 0.551 0.452 HAH 0.388 woE
(0.0380) (0.0186) (0.0174) (0.3404) (0.1513) (0.1535)
Age30 0.196 oAk 0.098 oAk 0.082 oAk 0.053 0.035 0.023
(0.0291) (0.0142) (0.0134) (0.4365) (0.1940) (0.1969)
Aged0 0.038 -0.085 ok -0.105 Hoxk 0.198 0.166 0.145
(0.0305) (0.0149) (0.0140) (0.6660) (0.2960) (0.3004)
AgeS0 -0.102 Hoxk -0.164 ok -0.159 Hoxk -0.242 -0.209 -0.188
(0.0350) (0.0171) (0.0161) (0.9149) (0.4066) (0.4126)
Married 0.018 -0.003 0.008 -0.335 -0.250 -0.196
(0.0280) (0.0137) (0.0129) (0.6091) (0.2708) (0.2747)
Urban 0.231 oAk 0.145 oAk 0.120 oAk 0.703 0.602 HAK 0.538 HA
(0.0219) (0.0107) (0.0101) (0.4433) (0.1971) (0.1999)
Firm Size, industry, year yes yes yes yes yes yes
Observations 28,065 28,065 28,065 28,065 28,065 28,065

Clustered robust standard errors in parentheses

#% n<(.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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