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V) % 058 1 e P T S 9 AU T 4 A R T 6 300 B R R SR EE 55 Bl i 8] i B i 24
4 8] o e 2 R EE , PR N AR R BE IR T W S B = R T AR 3 T B bR R L R 55 95 sh Y
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HIRHMCE — A IR e B R —— 2 W, A S TR B3 2 T AN AR AR — BE SR AR SR 92 3 e R XM
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W FAMR A A . FEBLEERE b A 2 B T S B2 P9 3 9 Y e A Sl — 3] 2 A58 (Manser & Brown, 1980) Fil 4 f&
1% (Browning et al,1994) , 245K , A 2% X LR A8 (1 38 FH 1 A1 86 55 38 7 1) ff B 4 HH T ik 4] (Kabber, 2001)
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ARG 3 RIS [ DA S 5K R BEORL 57 2l B Ol 4] 55 (DL 3 7K, 2005)

JSE B R BE 4 U 2 BB JF R B 448 Hh o METE SR E 2E 7 v i i 4k BRORL A 28 T (8L, (BT SR T RAAR
it DA PR X RO A 228 55 400 {80 1 4 T < JEG— A A g s [a) RN g 9 A 0 2 A e 0 00, >0 2 15X
SEGEPRAR A BN FEER T IR 23 R B e A BT Tl Sl ss . K RENHBZET
JIt B A1 1 ORI 21 Sy A S8 BE J IR (L 3 AR IB AR I A BE LA i L 28 45 19 55 3 A 72 Bl T AR A S
PR 1255 3 7 B A = AR AR . BRIt BRORLIE Bl A AU Y {0 18 L T 37 58 40 A0 18 DL R ] R r 22 0
PR AN E 0 S AT s T AR R A A B 19 55 B0, S R R O B E BEORER BE AT 3 1Y R A B S 4 BR
BRI N 2Ry i =

2. BAE S zFMALG . EREE T R ZE T T SR AR A ORI 55 AR IR TE T B T E AN
R EX TR B XRS5 IA M. O e A Y BT B R W K 55 97 sl e & B B R & 3%
W 2 A5 BOZ IR R DA AR &R 3 J2 70 85 000 5K 2 W 25 1 g 52 B BRORL 2 S $R I i 22 1
Pt th AT R A A BT 2 T B aMESE BRI S A M EE AL, B
A2 AT BOBHE Sh & Be M E it i o K FE A LLR = Fb.

(DB ALR i i (proxy good method) . %77 HEWLFR 1l 3 AR 2R ARk L I a8 5 22 BEORHZ2 3%
A8 0 32207 B0 O 5 i IEORHLE T 3 vh 4R 31 5 2 AR s mT DA AR A 7 ot R A 12 L2 T A0 M, BRI G 2R
F 3 b 25 W 3 3k B B Al 55 TR BEAL B 2 DR . — T AR R Tk AT A S W R — R Bl
AR 207 BB 45 Tl BEOBL IR 55 2 F AS 8] 08 ol B 95 N 53 43 Sl 4 3, R FHAS TRl A ol ) T %8 7K1 43
SIAE R A [R) BECRL 57 20 0 B AR R AR L T DA 45 30t JEORE 55 30 (%) B (8] 98 )5 il & (Van Den Berg et al,2006) .
Ty — PR GRAGEY T e A BOBHIR 55 B —r Bk il 55 N B ER A, FIZON BRSO
FRA AT ORI 55 1Y %8 A%, 5 3 LA 55 gl I (8], 45 3 52 12 T I AR CRE Y 28 5% f (B (Patel et al,
2004) , F&F BIRME I Arno et al(1999) 38 i I 55 56 ] 1997 4 52 b REORE S Kl | o] 1 1 REOREI
] LA K T8 3 A5 1 1997 4 36 [ 58 BEOBHI 2 55 M (298 1960 A2 € T, T 2007 4EH1 2011 4,
% ] o R BE T 1A A FRORL 28 B 1 (B 2 43 93 1) 3750 A2 3€J0RT 4700 {25 JG (Feinberg et al,2011),

EEWTT = AR B A TE—E W 1, Lol ORI 55 5 52 B2 Jo I IEORH IR 55 76 2B 7 %
AR R PERT A OC R X TR B ORI 5510 5. Rk iR A5 N B B OB A PR R T e R T EE & T
R B BB (1R 3, 330 25 T BUSK E TC I IEORE 57 3l 119 28 5% A 0 0l e A B0 AR . Ok, B A (i B R
HEER AR 55 B B A% 7 12 18 15 BEORT T 4 48 1 BRORE IR 55 B9 B A A S 255, 340 J2 e R 11T 37 3 11 4 38 1 UKL
55 MM IE RS % T ZHEMNERER, BOSWRMITTMZE. IR SEBREBAE
—EANE S AN, 4 To I BB R GBI 55 T 3 TC VA WA RE B A Y L I8 4 %5 43 JC I BEORL Y T 3 M (B
k= 2 BbRiE . B, i T HOBHIR 55 T 3 b 2ot 95 30 ) e 22 T B8Ok AS A7 7E — 5 1 B A 3
G, 3% A 2 T BUSE BE O REORL 55 2l 1 28 AN (2 AR A

(2)HL£3 AL (opportunity costs method) . %77 %02 FH 4 e FEORL 2 A 36 4% DA = 52 it HECRL I il
FEAR A H A 28 BE WA (B TR 19 07 2Ok A7 5 5K 2 BRORL 22 B A0 (6. Hemi 4R i A —  H— B[]
FHT AW 25 e KA B s s H =, Jo 97 s 5 A B2 55 sh e 6 58 8 A0, At & 07 T, BORHY 52
ANE 55 T BB A 2111 3 95 80 (1 1% R 3fe LAUAE 9% 76 53 2 R b (% B 8] (Posnett & Jan, 1996),
Carmichael & Charles(2003) 3 5% [ i) B8l A7F 52 & B, 76 45 il HL A A8 2 0, 7 $0 BEORMT: 45 19 &t Al
FC T 3 7 AR HH BEORMT 45 10 Lo Pk TOK R 2 N R 4~10 ASE 4. % T 4 J8 BEOREBsf [R]85 10 4>
INEF L T KR S LR A SRR B TR B 18 N E 4. i — D IS R BT, 6T W
AR 5 2 BEORE BT AT B = BEORL B BB RN 28 56 (0 e VR 5 5K B REORL G 25 3 BOHUAE T35 7K TR 750
%6 (Wakabayashi & Donato,2005), Dong(2015)%:F 2008 4F r [ i 18] F1] H 8 25 24 ( Time Use
Survey) W 5% % B, Lok B JE B A FE TG RERE A B S 1R] S 3508 27, 3 /N, )AL 23 AR 2k 0 45 6 £
HEORL B A SR IR B 1. 8 JI4LTT . 20 4 4% GDP 9 5. 9% .
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3 TN SR B AR L BOR N BB T35 TR KT 25 S R (B R BRAIL 23 AR O i Al L
JIT 4 A1 5% )2 T T RECRH %) Bisf ) 2 LA L AE 57 30 ) T 3% L 0 B OKE  BAs 2 04 T T REORE A 05 000 22 0] Al R
Ko B8N T sllax — 6 o5, 78 225 38 70 0F 58 v ) X7 39 T3k B AR 25 i KA R T %
(Budlender,2008) . {HZ& WL 5, AFA0] it FH i1 3 19 R Al 11 5 2 T B ORI (B 0% 1 4 1 I 02 R i
WORHE s a] IFE T 3 13030 5 oMk BoAH [ JF B o] et ny i35 Mk 55 . B SE B4 0 w] BB JF F fnit , 3
FETCIE vh 25 S B0 OO 55 2l B AN (8 B DR A 1. 28 Z e TR 2 595 3 1 i 3 9 4> 1R 0 B2 T %
KSR TCIEARAR I . R A W 3 0] LU Heckman Wi By BEBE LS4l 12 51 3% 95 shF R 09 &2
AT o B, A A TS e B S B A IR 2 AN 2 5 55 5 ) T S iR 1) U T ROK P, B —
o2 20 X ML B BT BE L N R 2 555 8 1 T AR B TC I 55 3 AL 23 AR AN J2 T A A TR T R R
BT, 3k S AT A 55 30 77 T 3 9 J RLEE T i T Y OR B T B L B T 3 1% R (Sousa-Poza et al,
2001) o 5 = R AE T LS BUAS AN St 1 5 i BRORL 2 550 5 T AR sl /b 55 2 B[R] BT W 3 1Y 28 O i
I T A A7 St DR RO 5 33 1) PR B ) 8 5 AN (B . AR ™ A —lE Tl 3 I 1] " Y (market work—non-
market time model) . W 1% #E — 2K 3B 717 37 15 6] 40 3 >4 R B RN R 55 97 80 ( Aguiar & Hurst, 2007) ,{H
1 22 PRIRCES 73 22 B (L A7 AE AN /NI XEBE

(D) MM 7% (contingent valuation method) . & {4 (H 72 J2 3 1k ) £ 75 21) 4 BeUkk 3 X BEORE R
55 B SRR (WTP, willingness to pay) » 80 BURL AL 35 08 OB AR 55 19 #2207 5K (WT A, willing-
ness to accept) A B K i MUBL 2 TF M (E 1Y 7 20, B AR M, 320 5 125 2ok 1] 345 38 A 19 5 2000 [n) 5% B
R B AL — o i ) G R R — /NI BB T 5 22 0 S IR , 53035 i FEORE 3 /D 42 57 — 8 1 YRR
6 55 P B 2 S AN 1) e K A B IOk Il e B I X BROBL Y 2 35 A fH . Van Den Berg et al(2005) J& T fif >
4 8 A ER A s BRORL S 4 5 (R 450 0 — /N Bsp ) BEORH IR 55 BT 75 2 1) e IR A2 R SR AE 7. 2~9. 72 BROT /2
£i. 1 Gustavsson et al(2010) X Bl /R 2% 15 8K 55 8 RORE 2 (1 0 5% 0, A 2R g 0820 1 /NBp ) b B2 R
b Fa] Al AT ) R S A A A R S IR VU BE ST U R B LA 00 144,121,105 F1 59 e

[FIRE A R AG TR IE OB 2 Br M E AR AEFE LN AR Z AL . 5 58 78 BEORM AR 07 1wl
FRE ORME & T J8AE L 55 T () 2% 5 FEBL IS DL T, 5 i EURE 35 AR X 550 451 S RECRE b 42 [ 048 1 T
8 ) T R AR 72 55 5K L Bl AR AR AN B R R AN Y 1R 3K (Van Den Berg et al,2005) . H¥K , Joig & #h
)RR I8 2 40 A BB ) SAS R S AR s T — P s, L L SR O 5 I S O v BB AR AE A K 2200 . B
Jo s AR 5 BTt ASTR] AN AT T 28 A4 A0 125 19 DA R0 AT R A7 A6 3R B 22 0010 2% 14 76 % BB Al
55 B SAS R IR A £ PT RE AR AE N MERR AU IE AL . — > WL B DL A9 2 AE FE DN ) BB R A 09 BT JR 2%
T R S8 T RE 0 1 8 58 S R I ME DL T L LS A RO RR K

MORGBR T LR =R R BRI vk 22 A 2 O T R AR E R TR E I i
T HoAB T ¥, W BE S M 4 5 (conjoint measurement method) . {8 BE % W M {8 ¥ (valuation of health
effects) A {H 1 (well-being valuation method) DA M 3= Wi 8% 2 WL 471 $H I 42 % (objective and sub-
jective burden) % Jy 5 (& I Vernooij-Dassen et al, 1996; Brouwer et al, 2005) , % £& J5 3 [F] BEAFTE
A HLZ Ab DL K Bt 6

(Z)BRIRRHMAEFE

ek AT Ay 1E S RORE AR 1E 3 EORE, PR3 9 X 1 32 B A F BRORHIR 55 09 ik 28 AR [H],
JEFE R H A cBUR | # 23 AA A5 TE 2020 2 B2 At 0 B T Ak L &l Ak 09 BEOR IR 55 5 i s S B R AR ok
H R BE o5 8 SR AR Ll AR IR 5 76 At 25 i) 18] | o7 5 45 0 T 5 A 300 ) A B0 Pk . 0l B BRORL 2 4
it gy b 07 =X i) ORI 55 1 32 3] 58 T 3 LT 31k 1 BEORH IR 55 & AR B0 14 52 i

I RERRE AR R R R P 6 5 A, FEJR IR TR 8 1Y 5 B8 &4 pR A S E I 3R
B BIAT R 0 S M DA B SR R AT SRy 1) 2 i SR I P A DR 3R A A 3 B HE SR 1 ik R R IR AR, A
2 8 — v P 3K E I 19 “ B — 5 B Cunitary model) , BB BT A Z BE 5 I i — SO B & 1 &
FEPER“ FEARBIAL” (collective modeD) , T 31 25 J& 52 2 B %0 FH 55 P 3 57 JoT 1 19 G JE BB 45 e SR A 7R 7
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(joint decision model) , LA K Ji& 3¢ #4940 43 5% e I o Rl 53 A= 4 J8) 300 0 < % 2 A i T8 30) D SR A A (family
life-cycle decision model) , 5 E N 5 BB IR 55 9 44k 25 4R 2¢ 52 i) T BoAS — IR0 25 7 BL 488 20 BT 1) 5% e e
R AL ISR R TE AR B /DN L W % e KA 29 B B0 06 T RORL IR 55 19 it 45 D R (Apps & Rees,
1997) o 3K J& Py s ol 2 1 F 5 E B 53 1) 57 2l I T8) FN ) B8 AR AR 7 Hh 5 B T 0 1) ORI 55 308 J2 il
FH 0% T 25 W 3 Ml Ak 1y BRORHAR 55, AR JBT b 30 02 %o 5 2 W U 1) — A 4 e S TH AR

FE— TN 5% E A N BEORHIR 55 HE 45 PSR (A 55 111, Van Houtven & Norton(2004) i i3 %} “ fift
TORBEAHEATY R AT — A B BRI ] SRR AR AT A 0 2 i 28 R Al A 1R AR
(R BE RS AR . FEIZAAI D i 29 7 2o JE IE 2 BB T 2 8 19 PR 3R A0 8 4E AR AE PR3 AR L T
S UG Y BORERHT pR B, 7 2 BROBHIR 95 i b 25 e 95 L B B W A K P KOHE B B BRIR L 2 2 4R
N R B3k R ol B R AL A P58 1 45 14F . Bolin et al(2007) XF R 10 B A9 BF 58 & B, T & 80 & 1
T3 2 LA B3 A N R R 0 45 PR 2% I 2 o R JE IEURL R SR 7 A S i), 52 i % T 3R 1E =X Ok 1E X OB
P2 — A T S B A B A B . S JaE EORLIF ] B 38 i 10 00, 4% 2 S B 4R Al 1 =X OR Y
EARTRBE 0.6 26, K& i AR IE OB 5 17 3 19 IE X IRORHRE AR B 2 B —Fh B LOC R

2. BA IR P ORIRZF X &, WFIE LRI P AU B3l 0/ B2 MORHIR 55 B B A Y
A 25 | B o e MO SR 5 BB Uk AR 8 Ak . A BF S48 Hh s S8E RUBE A /0N 3% i 50 Ml A58 =Xl 1
5% i BRI 55 76 I 1) 8 305 N g B 15 B XU A R (Lewis et al,2008) . TEZE BUBLR G, 52 1 T
R BE F 2 5 KA B L9 PR, 2o mT BE 23 3 456 00 /0 X AL B 118 BECRH AR 25 T 39 X A BE 9 28 5% 8 T, LUAE
REIA K 2 T 5 AL i ORI 35 T A WL RE W% M55 3l 1 T 37 b 3R ICHE i B9 28 55 A (Liu et al L 2017).,
H T 2808 NG IR T 4252 0k B F 2o Mo ke i BEORE, ey 0 £ 5262 I8 HoJe 7 Lo fe s e ] 5 Y IR
BHIR 55 2 NS5 KPR (B i,

SR P T S B MEURL DR S T A SR M I 7 5 W R O R AT T SRR g . BRI N
R SEPR IR TR S 7L T B B R A A IR IR S5 e M i AP E 25 5. BAE Al
X H B R A UE R A BT IR Y S ECOR R 2o BEORHIE 25 47 O (Perozek . 1998) . R s A 5K
JiE B 51 Z [R1 ] 5 D 3R S5 T P 1) A B 2 I R E BRI 55 1 1 245 3 B e T HRORL 5 SR 5 78 28 2 e 3R v
AL RE T U E 0 IR I 5T ATE—E TR B IE 108 iy M 5 g B 18 78 24T e 500 1055 24 oDy 1
BRI . N 2R 4R AN AE 28 28 B b 60 bR vmy ] SCIE Y 9% 508K 22, A 8 T SR b 9 S0 BB ) 0B aR
JIT BEAT 2 19 1h 7 2o 55 E F it 1) BEOBL IR 55 5Bk 22 (Pezzin et al,2009)

3. BIF R A WA RA R AP 09 B R W ATE R SR L IR AR BT A 0 K BE BEORHS 2 # RE
TETT R BV ACR  WIFAEFT A B S BE AR PR B X Re A, ) A AT e 3R D Rl AE LB LB (3 B I
DL WA & & ek o i B vy 80 1 LA 00 A 00, SCRE R 21 B WD A6 W 2 d G B Y A 2 1k
U, #4 BT SR A R A OC R RN LA AT 2 50 R LA, RE G B4 LT B A 2 % L H 2 5 R = Y IR
REE AT ] 1 25 LA A H Al BEORL 2 TR BE R0 A9 (Saraceno, 2011) . X — WL 3 S UL E T K g 5+
R MUBHE L8 /Y 055 PR DL Kot 2t e b p st oz . A B4l JLIRR A 2 e 55 2 B Z2 R4k Ll
5 A PR Y & J e 3 B Y B 25 1 TR R R 1 10 75 5K 2R ph R I e T AR AR S AE A R oK.
Pt s 28Rk AT AR 52 36 2Rl B R LI 30 25 10 T 1 Ofe IEORE S 4 L Ao £ A5 B i i 10 BRORL IR 55
(Gash,2009), 3k H OECD FE M58 o, P14 3 2 K LLF 09 2o PR 5t b 23835 3 4K T 91 A A
RIS BUZ T M RE SR RS B KSR R Z7E 1390 ~20 % 44 (OECD, 2014)

(Z)BEBEHNEIN ST

L B E SR e R, BB 30 D7 ok #8 2 — 1 JE 5 V0 Ak iy 92 B, Jo a8 2 7 1R ) o TR
G2 25 MBS FE 2o M DR AN W 4 /N 1 BLAE Lo MRS BROBLTR Zh i 2 2 S Bk . SRRk —
SO 5 e L L I A GRS 1Y) 43 185 LA K BRORL 1) 52 J22 4508 10 [0 05, 4 A BUAT SR 3 K 55 95 2l S B A A 1Y
JLEE G BE 55 55 T s S B PN AL 09 4 T, Lo B L0 55 BEAE 5K 55 55 s b Iy B T Ol E LAY A 64 (Hou,
2018) . Jd i 75 G BE 43 A v g LA 0 AN 27 Y AL &, 35 A AR« % A TDUARE(2002) 23 BT 1 22 B ek vh
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P AAN AR AN IE | AT AR SO0 . Aok Sy o 38 9 O T S8 JE SRR 0 SR 1) O 2R 4 TR AT b oA R L R
H— AW S B E TN R T HREEZ . L, AR T B0 B Bl SR & A7 P B 2R T
T 58 B G BE L5 H vh i RE S L T SR 5 22 i S R A AN LA R Il K E AR I R . X HrP R
5 T A A SIS TR A 97 S i B A DO 2E R BB R AE T i R OS5 T HLOR K
JE ) G R S [ AR A S AR TR AN IR T AR RS R S

JEAE Tl AL 25 O BEAS 95 B3R LA R A R A ) Jir 98 3 19 55 240 2 2 7 A% Gk il 43 T AE
TERE L AL T Sz Bl 2 Pl ol 5 RN B8 0 452 DR 3R 9 38 5 90 A (L7 2 JROR 70 Tk — 43R Py Rt
TAL LA R T2 T0 IR R AE K8 I S 0A S e v [ G A AR AR M s . BRI A A R K AR
Y B % TP R 55 55 Sh i TR et 1/2 (Sullivan et al,2018), I HLHI Y —#B 424 & 16
PR 97 PR R SN G 25 B — 1Y GE 57 B 7 e AR O R 97 7 R AL 2 95 Bl R AR BT AR X
(Fahlén,2016) , > OECD [E 048 508 W 22 P 78 MO 52 1 530 2l Hh 4 o 6 A1 7 2 ik
6] 4 /NBS A7 3%, 10 55 M BT 5N B B [ 2 /i Ze Ay o T 26 A4S 0Bt T i E R R
TE G 62 RO} b B2 B[] A M0 25 5 B K (e PR 2 5 /i 36 438, B PR 1 /B 10 43800 , H T A
J 5L T 5 P A R T 4 A 1 R BEURH B ] B AR T L e D

2. PR E S AL 6 2 3 AR, AT A 5K BE BEORE S B oy b e 22 S A BESE N
Sl B AR AR NS B R B0 I ) AT R M B T AE AR BE AT R RE, JF N SEUE S BE HEAT TR E .,
rh S Sl AR RS B RR Sy P DA TR B B i A BRI BRI FKE Th K 55 95 B )
T A2 AR R 2 PR 0 R e 2 P ) S 8 v X 55 2 P i o € B B DA S R ZE R A A 2 Ak i R v i
215 5 $ 52 VAN (W 4T 19 (Bertrand , 2015) o HG T, #k 2 R RN AL 25 SCAR BT 990 385 19 55 2 il 52
BN T A A N R v T e AT AR Sy DA AR b g IO 2 A R E 2 B BRI
PR IR B 7 5 55 5 B 4Pk B S MORHIG Bl . i AR B R S " B E SR 55 07 Bl B = 1R
HIGU T B 04 o 9% 22 WUTT % 5K 55 55 sl S 15 — b Il 3kt 1) 25 B L 52 55 57 sl 14 3 IBE S ik T 9% 22 X5 A X 5%
TR 22 5 Mo AE LAl 1 2R AY 45 0 (Baxter & Hewitt,2013), R WL 4K, R 20007 il 25 I 2F 5 55 IR R
55 3 BOHk T A A AR X 95 LAY 22 5F L0 GREE Y 28 5 TR LA R A R b T A UM BE T R AR, T
X — gl b o PR P AR R 28 T B R R U RE D W AR T D5 1 (Aassve et al, 2014) . ) AT K 14
PR TN Ay 52 2 BE A} 57 2l AR 405 5 8 U7 I [ia) w4 i s A g 4 0 T FG AR R 2 B A i e R AL
V%) S5 W00 20T % 1 G JE I D3 1 B A G 4R sf R P 1) Ll Ak . T 58 PR A e VAR T 3 ) B A AR
T 221 35 55 P A R PR 1) BB e R A SR WA 1) 22 A1 B2 55 P i ) 42 R BB 2 i A B T
o T L Pk L ) T 2 b 43 TRE 7E S E 1Y F A 77 P (Burda et al, 2013)

B 75 ZE WA Y 2 s bR AT — BRI AL A A R K JRE OB S B M ) 22 S b AR AE LS B 5 R IR
PE. e, PR B T I A R TE P N 25 R /0N M ) R TR T N O A B L T 2 M R RE ORI
[F) AT 2 e 3 55 e ) 552 5 T TR oM T B8Ok 20 R B s T B M (EAT) 2 2 3 sl Bl s b R K
Ji& HECRL G 20 1 = 552, AR B Y50 B 0e 7 A I [) ] S MR T I Bl g AR R X e o R B AT A —
ol B 12 0 TG v %o R JRE RO S B 1) M i) A 22 S R AT 5 A RS L A TS 12 T N A s A B S T R
FEORESIZ B 5 T A 6 B . X R T RURE S B S0l 22 S 0 IE A A B BN LR A 5 AT i BIS LA

“HFERABALEF

B N 15 G RE A (9728 Bl e PR 20T 7K 5 il SR 9 £ T L BRORHE S 28 RBCR LB VR SR
Y RS , R 22 1) 2 2 ik T RURHIE 25 2 07 AR AU HE J2 23 7 OB BEIRTE & dR T 3 &R . =
S o SRR AS B B DA Sy S e A 4 R B RE 1) B AT S BURE 7 37 AR =98 17t o iy IEORHAR 55 119 52 4
EA Ju IR R BB A BOR Y BORSCRE AR B BOR BT i 2 O B AR

OFHE K IEF OECD % % 52 848 )5  http: //www. oecd. org/social/family/database. htm,
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(m)BRANBRMtEn v EY

Wit 22 B BEORL T BB 1Y T [ R0 58 B2 EORL IR 2 19 H 5 2 B, 74 O 4% 1) ORI 4 2 TR B 0 20T % 52 e i
BHT BT A B WK 2 A Tt 2 IR W s AT A LA . — RTS8 BEOBHIE 3l 2 24 i
Ja& P N E SR G BE D) R TR ) - S S N [ AL A A R T BN A A BRORHIR 55k 45 1y b M

1. B E 6Nkt 5o B fe ESIRM, g MUBHIR 55 19 2 3L 4 ot J&s 14 B 3y B A 19 18 A0 38
PE T 8 72 Tk e BURM A A BUBHIR 55 1 25 B SR R AR I Y X 2 R o i g A e A W i DL R B T
HMERPE = A e SRt BB AR R . LULE BRG], LE M Ay R C SR T2 PR
KTT LB AR AT A ACRESR AL 57 55 155 IR 28 5% SCHRF 19 AL T P 9 ot RN 45 9% o, 0 2 B i 2 1
b2 AL )31 2% B9 25 3677 i (Folbre, 1994 ; Steurer,2009) . Folbre(1994) 1A JL 3 A “HE 3 447 Fn
Hefto 7k B 2, L3 At 2 A i 97 sh D AN BE N 1 S LB 1 AR IR AN REHERR HoAb R 7 1
B A0 bR EE A2 X B 2 OR S AR U Sy 55 3l 3 05 I AR 7 R R R 55 . LA K e e T 8 B s
Fr i B FE 2 R B R B A5 . BT A 8 N AR 2 =2 32 B UK O 557 3l J i JL 3 BT 4 44t 1 95 8 B3 3R Bir A3 A9 A2
BEHR 237 RSk 19 55 ) J) AR B —— L 2 09 A v A6 230G 7. 3 1) 432 4% B0 L 2 BRORL 9 K 2 [m] 4
RALAAR T A2 IR L Rt L 58 %) L 3 OB A9 80 SR F B A 19 41 25 8 A (Heckman & Carnei-
ro,2003),

TE A 1 2 45 A 0y it AT A A A N B2 2 20T AR B A M I B G . — T A AR SRR
PERYHL )T T HLELE F SBAR R, SECRERLE S SmAARE AR &R, X THAIE
HPERVE Y 7 i BN 55 H AR MR i AR A 2 D T Ak S i T oK L DR UM B A AR T T, BUR A A
FEORE IR 95 4k 265 1 SRt ELA TE A SN ER Pk, X LB T & (2 k£ B & R B, AT R X6 A >k 557 3l g 1Y
Be7e 0 TR LR A R B2 5 L 1 5 F S A1 (Lefebvre & Merrigan.2008) . 3X 277 A 2L T2
HHEH - FERIESNERYE . X Tt & n] DA gk R A Y 2 1 e 2R U ST M O BRI A
HRAZ S A B A X HL A PR AR DL A vhils o XS T 5B T L BUR 23 48 52 BEORE 9T RE % B AR K 2 1Y
B ILAA L B 120 W AR PR AL 33 (Guest & Parr,2013) . M A=A B 13 9% BEE & L BURN A& 48 A R
(A N 23 AR AT N 118 S0 577 P it 257 Sl WL T 0 > T 140 T 2% RN 4% 8 29 3, 0 A R T X T 2 T A K
(Vere,2001) , 4K, BUR A A A BB AT DLAE A % 5 B0 2 B8 9 b 78 S0R AR PRI X 70 B 22
AR B BB ST IR AR AP B0 VE . DA D Rl SR 3 R B 1 1 Ak S B9 7 S M 0 BT 2 St BRORHIR 5%
TEfE L 5E A2 K b R VE I .

2. FRERARER . AN AL SR EARM AT 78— B X b RE D RE = 1 IR &% B 4%
PAE T G BE L 5L B AL 2338 e ) DL SO A AL S s TR, W SIERERER N ELZMWIGEZ
— DRBE T G AL s i BT AR . AN FIE DI RE 19 A BE R . LU L 7E Tl Ak T Ak LR 2 M
W ETHE AT R BERT  LLRTE A& R TR S0 MR 4 /)y I 08 % 5 1 R AR L N 11 3 gl 43 35
St 2 SR R B9APE T o 2 g 1 BEORE 3) i 52 3 7™ R 114 Bk, 5 BE AN AL AS BB 8 Sy JHC 4 Y g 517
FEHEA T BB 55 (Thévenon, 2011) . BURN AT STALFI L 55 55 T 1T 54 A 2 52 BOEL D) BE i1 5¢ 36
2%l M SR IR S5 BE AR I AN L IR A — R 91 B TR B iR mE B A S E Y BRI
fig (Bettio & Plantenga,2004) ,

T OB K RE T RE 2k R I PR 2 2 Fh 2 AR 1Y b B O E A PR R 2 — 2 T Al S HE B A A
M TP A 32 G, 8, Dol Ak DL 5 oM A T A i I AL L 2 B K S5 IR AR R AR B
il UL A B RIE R T RO A B R BE SR L X AR E 85 T 58 E BEURE I RE R 4B B N T B AR AL
(Galor & Weil ,1996) , T HL, 28 9% & & T ™ AR W IR A T %A B B JR R AL & ™, — A B K (it
[X)— FLFE AL B FEBE” (low fertility trap) QEEARMESE B H 2K (Lutz, 2006) . R, Tl Ak ik #2 XF
2Vl B W 9 55 A T GE IR Y SRR HE . AR DA L Tk Ak R H A O Y 28 O B K A & Gk [

O F WA B8 53— E KB X F R0 2 (16~49 ) MAEFRKBLT 1.5 L.
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RPN ZHE K2 F B /N L2 BE R R 3T B35 0058 1 Hogh ok 8, 2 2= 78 55
PESO 2R 30 TR G T, Lotk 97 3 ) e HOZ C IS L MER 55 30 2 5 25 52 € $& Tt (Gash, 2009)
SR s Lo PRV R A 38 THTE 2 4 25 28 U 2 i DA B2 SR 2 28 55 R 00 808 32 A0 30 g 194 ) B, A S T s 4
MR T TAE—FBE” W3R A B R BEAF — R4 B . 3 HE BB 1 58 B FEORL T BB 1Y 55 B (K ogel s
2004)

B S BB L 1 & e — e B B B AR S R AR 1R E BB DI BE Y B 25 . Bolin et al(2007) Ky,
FE R T B8 5 T 3 Ak 7=l A6 0 BECRE IR 553 3 S B0 — Fh B AN SRR A e R . BRI 5 Ak &
Jre B 72 3 B HEORE I RE T Wk A Dt PR, o SR 2 BEORE D RE R RO 45 23R . — T T, Tl Ak i PR K e X 57
B LU  TAESR A L) BGE S A T 35 2R, 95 8 % 1Y AR 5 0 Fnse 4 s i i
TAEAT 55 5 2 & BEOREZ 18] 1 Isf 8] vp 5 | s g p 58 AT Ay v S 0 LG 8 R S 58 J2E HEORL D B T e il hy 40 88
(Kimmel & Connelly,2007) . 55— 7718 . £ B % 7 i 25 44 1) e BU RO AL o M 55 )l 1) & JR b 1 o Al 4
— AT A A A Y B A Ry X SR g OB DI R T B 1Y [l Rz DL K A Bl 7l 5 A+ 1 O Ak T 4
24 BROBHIR 55 7 Ak & AT T S I B A A 23 PR RN B 45 44 (Dwyer, 2013)

3.0 R PRt S I ] O S TR R 2 U A o kSR ek R b i — T R G, R
EAVTAE 0 R PR BB B RS AR A A VR LS O WA S5 3 22 5 T 22 IR 7E AN W 46
AN AR R T A 23 i B A M S0 OF- S % Bl g A7 AE B B S8R O AE Y SR R AR R S
(World Economic Forum,2017), Folbre & Himmelweit(2010) B 78 48 H . 457 22 35 R AT #1451 F 45
(3l 3 L RNBOR TR I k2 P 01 B A £ 5 ) A% ol BBOSR SO o 4 1 4 /N 1 1) 25 BE A% DG B
M ) 22 HE B % 0 DI R o 095 5K 55 55 S 70 N B8 52 g TR A 1P 1) A 1 45 o 15 | B80HE 2 U A ) AN - 25
0 H A (Yoon, 2014) o PRI , 15 22 S 0 0 BB G ) R A 22 2 DA % B 40 Sl T s A 1Y

FAL b T R R SCE BRI 3 S M A T P I RO AE R AR R E 7 v R R FE R
b A7 2R A A B B R RS R 1 B A B S O SR 55 07 sh At 2 Ak 28 X T4 i 5B Aot P R R B AT
BEREEMIMEM . Lewis(200D 48 i, TOlL AL A FTE lny“ B MR K LR R E X C 2
KLV N TV Lo 5l B2 17 55 46 o P 0] ~F- 55 1 2 SO 15 Jmg BR T 2 1 32 4 1) 29 i BB 1)
By B A TR AR T 3 B N 2R R R DL R R 4 kR AL S R SR ML . SR, AE — sk
W E B A ST 8 iy Bz MR 200 2 5 52 Pr B2 WO 1 Lo v 548, X8 55 20 55 f9 £
HEVEFHIFAN R . 332 R A G BE N 38 BRORHTE 2l 09 1R 591 43 o 5 T 595 2 0 i S Gl i sl 2828 4k, 2otk
DT AR D 257 2N 7 B — J8 PR 1) 2 307+ A A0 S B 0L ST AR U AR a0 SR BUR BT Y 5 A 2R
FABEA % Lo Pk o5 35 00 S BE PN R BRORL 43 TR, I 2 G A AR P 31 °F- 55 1Y) 5% 00 #0258 97 19 (Lew-
is,2001;Fahlén,2016) ,

(D)BRBAHBRABENE

FEORHB SR T HL 9 8 43 32 1) 1 B AR i L 28 5% AT L DL A& L Sk >0 48 45 TR 3R A B2 Tl 4% [ FRORL
N BOR BN A B M E AT e TR) . b, Z8 A5 4 2 R 32 3 SORE Y B I 58 Cn i i 48l 45 )
S5 2R U (parental leave) F1* BB SE ik 557 ok ¢ 3% 15 1 9 BRORL A ILBOR RO BOR . i LA
PRy 32 SORE 5 FR G 78 1 9 [ 45 g OB JE ORI R 2 58 240 L2 7 i S B AR X BT T G R
AILBOR G I R BE UM 1 528 A 1 3 SO SE R o [ 45 o EORE T AR 9 25T 24K
J2 R BE o PRI G BEORE 2N 2 B T0 18 2 1 28 % A U 3 J2 IR 55 S48 7 T 8 K- 0 LU ARG . (ELR  GOUE i
A BEORE A IR BOR Y A R, 32 BN 2 A rh A I (] ISR BROBL IR 55 7 & T SRR = AN T

Lomh 1) Bk IROREZY BRI ) B 5 A B 2 R VIR BRIV e fe AR R A R AR
A BN A TAE AR BRAE A 28 25 A AR B AL A AT B2 5 S ZEBE B 51 (B4 L8 N5 S 41k BORL, B
WM 22 A 3 A SR T A I T B ) 0 S R L BRI S AR it . ORI B A F ) X 02 B X L B
BTy, 2B Lo PR AR R A BRI H B2 T ORBE LB AR A R4 B R A0 . FRBEE 2Bk
W A e iR, — 28 [ 58 Al FVZH SUBE X 2 AR IR e B ALY BOIR L BT 2 BRORHAC BRI
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FR RS, B0 1 L P AR RS IR A (WHO, 2015) , L 38 BRORE IS 8] 9 56 78 42 3K 30 1 1 it 4715 25 T
E Bro7 TAZLALO) B 5s B UCMHES) . F1 x5t 545 L2 5 40] BORE b A REVE FE T B 0 3 52, [ B
TS 1919 4E58 i TCEFHRSAZ)(No. 3), 78 1952 4F (No. 103) Fl 2000 4E (No. 183) #17
THBITO, 1919 4E M4 3 S AYBINA T2 R T TR L ER T 12 AR G=Ri7 5 4 6
JED IFET— R T RANE . 1952 4FA9 103 S A MBS T4 LT 778, IF J IR = 5 4E K 5]
14 R G=0T 6 875 8 &) A2 % T FiB . 2000 4E/ 183 52 2tk — 4 W # 1 7= {5 30 ] B
o VRN 1) BSOS AR T i e WS A B S T B T DA A 2/3,

R T it — 2L i B R R A E A L R EE AR DL ) SR SIS A T A ORI R
Bk LR35 B R R 67 FH L 20 28 70 AR AR — BB B S8 Chn e i | vk R D) FF 06 3 AT BT X e SR
R SCBEAR”  2F A A R R 1A R AE L OB P A AT . X — B0k e 449 B TR AT IR T
1996 4FHEAT T — I ACREBUBURE L BB A5 Ji BLAR o] USRS 2 /0 3 A H R HIRE . b T sh g v
5B MBS Z B S S B LE R R, JR 22 ER L PRI A T AR RCAT Y R L B
AR H Y — 3 4 I (] R K S T AL SR R SO SE AN T Z AR K 23 R, e TR R A B op B R —
AT AR B 2, HOW E B2k LAY A REREAR 13 S B 09 A 5 B (Moss & Deven,2006) ,

2. AR S, S IEURL IR 55 2 8 WO i A B8 A 3 BT it L 1 BE Ak 5 5l Ak 1 BEORE IR
55 R A2 At 23 B 51 B R HE N IEORMIR 55 5 3K . 2R R L BURT BT R AR 0 2 Sk ORI 55 AR LA
JeitttE BRI S5 O B R 08 DA TR IORS 20 £k 1) £ B b 70 R 5 2 5 B HECRE T Rl L 1 2E S 1A T il D R AR 2%
55 8) J1 i % (Lundqvist & Roman,2008) ., R $ 2\ 3t BRI 55 BT J2 30 At 2 SO Y 31 2R3
WAL T LAt S R E TSN . 245K, 0 S B 1002 76 R [ 19 BOR 4 9% S5 4E & AR L A
e BORHIR 55 1) T BE AN AT I AN TR) R B0 1AT 4 457 AR T SR 7 T8 R BE BEOREAS L7 AN i e g R
FIATRE ) = AR, LAl A7 R T B2 4R 20 3k HEORE AR 55 32 B2 X L3 L 28 N DL BB N S5 e ik
BRI S LR (it 3 v, Sk L R At ORIk 22 50 R BEORL B ) B BN 2, P xd L
28 e BORHIR 55 F B AL HFEIR 5 R BE IR 55 AR IR 55 45 B0 2 4 N 09 A 6 OB IR 45 %
A TTIURE L F R R Bh AR IR S B A AR R AR . AR B BRORE A SR AR 55 1 & R L EUREAA R IR 55 1
ST G A T 1) T HORHER AR5, B X BEORLR AR5 1 B R I LR T 51 45 B T W B IR 95 45 (Molina,
2015),

B Ay Ak 25 SR 1 B B2 4 R 43, P R RN I BB IR 45 1) & SR 4 I T DA A0S 5 o o A R R
A BEORHIR 55 (145 L B0K BEORL VR Ak 2 19 QD) A SR 5 7 I 5578 31X — H6 A8 79 I 38 40 8 7 O L K
A I B R DA A e TR S ) O e R 2 5 O B A ) FE AR U 1) LR 7 S 5 AR S R R R
P BEORL ST AR A e A 22 )5 4888 T L3 DU 3 A ok N ) e AR i 1 )L 3 BEORH AR 55 1F 76 3% 3 4R, 3
— 28R T MR R A E KR W AL 25 (Jenson & Saint-Martin, 2006) . 304 B, MRk £
5 OECD EZfEILE R H M A2 5 GDP M EE 100 A4, PHEZ i d Rk 5 45
FHX—F M E @ T GDP 2% (OECD,2016) , Mt 2% R BHMER . N 1A
BT AR S 0% e i 1 B 2R DT TE 8 2 REE T 2 BURY L 3098 1 L 38 BEORE DL GO A R 4
(IR B L R B AL S TE S B R A O AL S R N T B AR AT AR X ROk 4 R K
PETTHTE . SR, o T J2 RO L 2 i A7 76 19 T 0 30 M 1 45 BOUR A A4 415 08 57 19 JL 25 REORE R 45
SR IXFE A fie B BE AR5 L X — A 25 W A9 IE AR B (Folbre, 1994) . PRI, JL 38+ 45 UK i 4
AT 3T A R IR U A 2 1B SR el ) F B 4

3. A F ., MXT T HNE 4 MU 48 Ak 09 IR 55 B, 28 U SRR BURM A A BRORE R 1Y
AR T L 7E OB IR 55 17 3 40 12 38 265 v 1 1R 5K, A 5% I OB B2 it 28 % SRR E WT DL 97 i R e 7
MR B A T ATRE 1, AT AR IR IR 55 i g R S . N LRI XT & & 76 J L3 OB 22

OZ: W E PR T4 M https: //www. ilo. org,
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SCREITE AL 2 T g G G B S LA K P A TR B AR N R R RE
By N BB 5% SRR 7 T, A i 2 47 BRI G L BEORL IR 55 A48 7% | 2 EORHHR I Ko A BURT 328 78 7Y R
BIHLMSE . 7 E R AN E b, JLE N 2 2o g L JE A BN UG A R O 2 43 0l g2 L B R
N SR 0] i A BRORE I LB 02 N RO A 1 B A G . S I B S L AR E K L T
HECBL LI | BEORE IR 55 48 4 27 S AR BURF H 5% 3 78 19 EOBHALAS ) 2 B % BORE S 418 7 1) 22, R T 1)
FEA U

TE T HE AN J7 T, 3 5 A X S B2 B — S 12 1 I L EE FHES AR v DA 1992 4E 1 45 A 9. 65 S g% |- T3
2015 AEA R A 20. 70 8% Z SR BTN R 13,7 Se g, A LIGTR] 16 2, 2 MAF AL
] REAk S K E] 18 % HF 20 & (HM Revenue & Customs,2015), MIE KNI i T LA L FE Bl
Ut 0 4 [l L2 O A A% 0 Y L B BRORL AR R L I DL BE ISR S i B 2 e S 2 B 3t L B BRORL R I L 3
2012 AEZ IR UCHR S o 18 2 LU i B A2 708 /0 i B 4 = 3k 329 INoT . 4 [ L B HE I DU B 4 [a) AN
[ WO A K B v 1 A 127 SR AN [R] g B2 AR A I 52 B g AR I AR T 3 i e Y 22 B s 4K A5 L
FHIG A 2HL A 6 2 LU A LAY K 45 40K 3R 15 6400 NoTHENs 0 6 ~18 % JLE R K IE &
SEN HAE 5400 ST HEHENG (Canada Revenue Agency.2018), TEIRIFE#MYE 5 M, UL 3£ B TE 2000 4EH &
M e BB 450 H (NFSCP, National Family Caregiver Support Plan) b6, iz 5 B i BE IR & i
] PH ORI 7 2 % S R B T S RN i BRURL 8 O 2 N R A BEOREIR 55, 2009 45 356 3 BURF X 1%
T H A M2 3Rk F] 1. 53 103570 (Barber,2013) . 28011 R S5 31 300 18 A5 338 4 R R R IE 7
RS WH”  HA W& &R0 5% . WIZE BB, TO S 1 3 A0 W 2 [A) 22 40 0, B0 3 2o
2205 T By BORHTE 2l Jir AT 08 1 990, S5 R R B2 AR B0 1 BRORL A Jilr LA 9 28 9% {8 A AL 25 {8, L i
T BRI 3l h 5 5 BUR 9 ST L AR S A (Daly & Lewis,2000) .

AR X BB 2l 19 28 5% SCRp 288 e 5 78 LR 05 L 97 8 0 T 3 5 BUR AT . LAk B R 48], B
AR T 1985 AL HE K F LA BOR L G R E B0, R —BUR iR AR S = A
T A AR T I A U A I ) R Dy LSRR T S AN B B N T AR 3 R R . AR
TEZETT R (14 JET 3P il 2 Jv s o i) 2l 38 B TP Be o 12 UK 38 48 355 Jih 2 1 3R 55 3y ) 1T 3 R IR 2k
M 23R 56 Ml SO 46 S 1A AR 24 590 L sl 2 W BB S o e bt . B R, ST K F LA Y
R 9500 LA BRI AR AR Lot . 1994 4, 25 B BURN A R 5E & ILANED B 1) A WA K& D) B
TR BETT I BB 573h 2 53N 1994 4E/9 7090 T BER] 2004 4£#Y 55 %6 (Milner,2010) ,

(Z)RBRARBRHERERER

LR N SRR B OB 2 7 i © 28 iy — AR R A 7 5 R 2 0 i A DA EE R
5T A BEE  OBL A SRR AR T2 U 3, At B RRORE S SR O R HF B 2 28 U 39 KO0 2 A
25U K Y 43 T R BRE DA R 8 T 5 4 B R 7 A A, K B T R DR A L ] IR O BRORE A
BOR AT ETHE (Ahn & Kim,2014) , {HALR %A B 0952, T BOE 2 Sk 8RR BOR 9 0 B
A TE B2 G A7 W LA K B K P W B 4 FH R el BRORE 20 S B0 BT 7 A= 1 W0 B ) T 7 X 28 9% 1
K7 BRSSO SR I o ) 2 T T % A B 1 P O S T A BEL A4 P o T e I8 (B AE A
BRATHARDE I = J7 DL S I B S 4 B2 R B0 T o 4 A 65 L 2 AR U A 25 IR 55 52 LA e
HEAT A R ) 50 %) W 7 A W v i O 5 A A2 2 SO 52 B AR I BRI S B AR L IR
BEAILEOR R R JEZ B T,

JUE 2R H N Zhang & Zhang(2004) \Mani et al(2012) %545 H , B A 3632 H BB 2 0F A )
BEATE B o PRI X 28 5% S A AT TE 1) A 2 64 D OF HL L SXOR i R 1 e 2 SR AR R R OR GR 1 & Jg
B S S B, AELRE A AT LA A 27 28 DI A 458 BRI 55 78 PN B 2 AR R S 23 %) T IR il 28 A
Jo e AS B B A IR L T £ BB 22 PR 3 K L T2ak (201 1) 36 TR 25 A [ 529 28 46 BF 5% th S 4%
X WA HE A E P A RO IR 55 5 A TR 4 S A I B g ] A AE R S R
LTI B0 e 0] B B Jom ) B3 g 1 — S RO [l K A i PG BIE2F 2 2 ) 9 2 T e R RN AL
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55 FEHL” (Vis et al,2011) o TIHF PR 2 8 B 2 38 A0  JRORE 2 JU S H X 28 55 389 1 A9 52 i ] g 25 A
5L 287 | ) L R R S HA A TR ] (Afonso & Jalles,2014) . &1 L3 A BEOREA 2L
B BB AR B A K R B A A T 2 B K (Jenson & Saint-Martin, 2006)
7T o 368 Ao ST A 5 ) a0 A L R R S S 22 B R L R B AR AL ) Y O AR R AR ORI ST Y A L
A7 BT A R 7 RO SRR A 22 R A S R SR R AR

= w5 RE L E5F

79 A ORHIR 55 B 25 A7 7638 000 55 DL B 4 Ak 5 A 1A B8 58 B 1) RO 5 SR 4R i — 2 MLBE I
e 2 HEB T H RS 5 ) ORI 55 (9 {3 25 vh O 02 B EORE Pl A9 B, SR Y £k RS 44k L A k1
4 ORI 555 23 LLRY i 1072 U4 2 o LA 2 AN T) 32 A 22 B Ak B IEORFRE R . EL7E IURHAR 55 19 i Ak
AR BEORE 7l K R o e o, B AT 22 5% 4 M e B /D 1 8 i A N E TR 3 DL R BURE 5 5 1R 45 45 A B
PRUER S AL A AL A JA 42 ) i M 25 O T A 7 2 1 249 EORE ™ Mk e R R T 3R

(— ) BR#HAR 55 7= ke 4K B 7T BE 1

TE BOBHIR 55 52 BlAt 2 Al T lb A i 2 i B v L 7 3 AR B A A I [] 22 0 BORF 4R IO
BONAETEJA 770 S (3L AE 04 AR K 09 LK 58 35 A de 7 22 B9 ORI 95 534 (Molina, 2015) . L,
ToE 2 SR ST B AN 117 37 BRI 55 04 7 R e 38 o 3 2 B 4 s —— ORI 55 24 7 7 5 R 97
2l J3 ) BRI 55 B 25 BB ) L R AL TAROK 7 By B B 20 ORI W — R RS B LI 2 T 7 IRORHR 55
K FEASW 3K IE L B A T A S AL BT R LR AR B T 3 A A S 5 A AR IR T
Pk R 40 Ak B BORHIR 55 w5 5K BB B AT L. IRORHIR 55 45 LASE 1w 7™ b A B BOpk: T fOU 52 ez 3 177 JEORL
AP RE T T B SRS A T2 LU T 28 D 45 4 e 2R IR RS BRI 95 ATk Y 5 1 A
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Research Progress on Care Economics

LIU Erpeng ZHANG Qilin HAN Tiankuo
(Wuhan University, Wuhan, China)

Abstract: Family care has gradually evolved into a scarce resource. The purpose of care economics is to explain
how to use scarce resource to meet diversified care needs and how to create, choose and distribute new care resources.
Care economics has also begun to be developed around three providers: care providers, government and market organi-
zations, and evolved into the behavioral economics of care, the public economics of care and the industrial economics of
care. The messages delivered by the evolution of care economics is that care activities have important economic values,
and the decision-making of care is a dynamic process full of heterogeneity; government involvement in care activities
obviously has positive externalities, which can be regarded as a kind of potential human capital and social investment;
along with the structural transformation of the market economy and the flow of factors, it is possible to industrialize
the care economy. Although the development of care economics abroad has been constrained by problems such as pri-
cing difficulties, poor implementation of public policies, and Baumol’s cost disease, it can still provide important refer-
ence and suggestions for the research and development of China’s care economy.
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