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ZRE - RFREFHEFFHITTE

WE. 2%k  BFRBEFFHEATAINSCLANTREEABR, FATAFLEFE, &
MAECE R T EHENAE—FITTFTLELX—“ZH, 5oL HERTESRETI,
BERAREAFZFFRABORAARNL . 2R TV F RSB Fo . BMEH. ATS

Sl EEe FRENEAAFHAEZ PR, R ETHRERILGILEF G kb, il e %
ESMBIELE R, IV EFREAKFTAFTEZLFR . S ZFFFE L LA ®E 0L,
EET R INEFFFRARLRA LR, ANNEZHE EFROAAREL AL LAFEE
Fo N E BT Y REBIAN T AT F A A, W E S A B RGBS B U
b

KB . ZHBZFHT bLER AFEZEY RFLEFF

— BB HNFREFET

F B « 5155 /R (Edward P. Lazear) 5 A NF LT 27 AITFE] T — A~ 8 B H % R Y 45
Il K 22 R N T B0 Al ) R B SY . BLSTOR 1948 4F 8 H 17 H LA TAH 2y, i T 36
FE M 3% 57 Bl 7R FE 307 (Los Altos)  ARBRHTAR - Bl T3 AZ WUIIH K2, 1974 4R 4R 45 I B o7 1l 2
B, FLFFIR G AR BT Z A R E R 2 e » 1992 48 B ST i 3HAR DR 2 B 22 Be » JF 34 i 3H 48 o
WA 5 T 8 F 9T 51 (1985 4R &40 . 2004 47, FL5F IR 983K 1ZA 95 h G 24 O, 7 MM % 4 X
L RISFIRBEFRZ N IF S A B 0“7 338 ” (Jack-of-all-trades) , BiF AN — A H W E B
B s Al 0 B, X R PR AT S 24 1, B 55 R BB TT i, 1983 4F Ml 78 2 JinAF K 2
BTG S BT ) (Journal o f Labor Economics) » 58 48 JUHEAG R H 228 S~ 55 o 4 5% 7 40 8 i)
R W T]. PLFFIREFEI T 95 GG F RZ W 49,2006 4 6 H b gl iz Wh 82 7/ A« BB
(Jacob Mincer Prize) , DL 3 %l Xf X — @8k 09 56 A= BTk, hi 55 /R iR B R E AR 5 B2 b bt
(2000) FIIF I £ TF 27 4345 1 (1988) , PSR E QIE A ™, KR T 100 Zim¥ AR -E T 11
ARFEANE 1995 4F AN S 2 55 57 VWO A BT Be th WA PR “ I AN B B A% 7. 5 A0 Y 27 B
IRAE LT IR LT E T e — LB A7 254 K. T 2006 —2009 4R 4 A - AR

*» ARAZ BEFRARFRL T CALEERE AN TR I, M B %A .100010, & F ¥ 4 . zhoulingling1985@
163.com, A4 A . BRHAHFZEALFFRB“RUAAFTABRIARL(6CIY015), RiRE LFAANETE
B, LB R

@ 7 75 [ Wi B 5 4> (Deutsche Post Foundation) iYMEHE S35 T 8 E 57 3 & T A 5 T (IZA) B8 T 1ZA 55 s & 3%
224 (IZA Prize in Labor Economics) , L3 %48 55 8l 28 Ut 24 SR HE A8 1R STk i 24 2 . AR P iR « SR o0
BEWFEa - Rt BB T 2010 4F M NURZ T %

@1996 FEH15F IR KA AT “FF N BT F W27 (The Society of Labor Economists) » B 7EA4E #F 55 3 & 35 # WF 5%,
P& 97 S & U S RN 95 sh & 5% 2% AT AR Sk B sk . M » D3 /R (Gary S. Becker) $HAT 55 — i 23 £ (1996) , Fi 5%
IRAESE R &K (1997)
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SO AT 36 [ B SR A BRI In) 2% By & B U B T SE R B G TR IR - A AT IR Sl EHL. eI Z AT,
FrORBE N AR D W e s M A B DR e E VSN ERNAERREES
R

2019 4, PLFF IR 8 55 E LB 4B & 87 T A8 & 1% (Distinguished Fellow Award) , 52 % 4 i)
FRAVIE . “ B Al « P57 R B A A B2 2 RAED , —H L dE T abrsish i b i T/
JiE AT R TR BRI S T AR B e 7 T N A B A T X — 97 S AR I 4y A (6 [ 4
TEeEHe s 2,2019) . MES 2, PLFFIRAE N S5 240 3% 2 400 1 1 gl 4 rP AR B 7E - R G4 5 b B T X
FA YRl 37 T R AP 5 | 51 T 5 Aol G R A A (R 4005 ) A A 0 TR, B A TR AL A R R
T3 e I 3 A R Y SEUE 2 BT 56 G LB

INEE T2 R TR R 0 UL R (Coase, 1937) I AE 5 WA M & 38 T 7 Al i 4> “ 46 7 19
T a5, I8 25055 R I 5% TR AT A — 20 4T T XA 2B 407 45 e 3R ok T a1k
GIAT: W <R o 65 S e~ R SR OB NG A 77/ N R [ S (T A e\ e S B Y N (UK 1 S )
BH ARG KR A TR RS 2R, AL, PSR SR DLEE A
& (theory of educational production) & FK i il W 28 B 2% 55, it 2 35 2 4 [ 2 X7 1 310K R 09 D
i, IR BN T T S0k B RS )BT 5T, A SCAR RN R AR R 22 00 S0k 3 X (multicultur-
alism) 242 Y EZET WA T IZ W . NINTE B G B0 5T R G B9 Ik 45 02 - W Al N 48
LRI 38 i 1) 3% A5 B e BN ) WA RN R A AR o AR OE T SCE B Rl A RN 4 TR A I
R SIE {1

Z R FRIAEZFEH T

FRAEHLFFIK (Lazear, 1999a) B & S, NFHETE 208 57 2 & U5 2% R BAE b B b g 1 T . B LA
AT R 55 0 A2 2l 9 N T B R W R AR B R A G AR B8 D 5T T TIN5 T LR T
4k 5 51 T UCRE 4 RE & e f AR 240 215 . 7E 4755 /K (Lazear, 2000a) B 2K, NS & U522 1Y % F %
A A s — S A 2 2] LR AR A RIVR 27 B 2 AR N O A% e Y Bl 28 2 OB HG R R T i Y
HR IR R AR Wb B 20 A 5 0 NI IR SRR 50 4 40 88 18 5 | S 48 5 = S Y % 5 =
JE 2R TEAF AL R HE DR AT — O RIS AR AT R A DUE A s R P AL xR . hr
FFIK (Lazear, 20002) #E— 2048 T N 28 55 27 A 45 i« — o ARBE 5% A0 Al #48  J 44 ) e DG A AR
FH N (rational maximizing agents) ; He =, CyE“H M, BB HERME R H = "8C8"—RAFL
Trr R DS, UL, NG # I T T A4 1 — S 2 MR A B A

BRNFRETFFRGTNETTFN— DL B FHEREA - EX, 5k, NFLT¥E
A5 51 T 22 6] 5 B8l EL LA Al 3 181 52 B0 RS A H bR Gl 8 2 038 de R A D e sir 3 . ) s
P B R B (Mincer function) £l 7120 F 89T 375 [l 42 3 02 — > ML B (9 55 3 28 55 730 A, [HA 8 T A5
ZETE W K NS 2T R G2 e E M0 TRy R SR e E e BE . R, i T8 R
JEARMEROUL AR, 51 T 5 e ) B9 B K O RAEAE AN S PR, U, A 28 55 27 s YA AR O P —— B 5%
T R T Z 8 ARG Al Z 8 B L A& B T — A e xf i i i b v . 38 A& —1
WO ATAT 4 Jey WL TR R A N 8 5 AR e — D A, HURIE S Jm) A T 228 s HG At D7 T ) 0T 5% AN R
NFEZ T2 R — AR w55 S n S WA RRAE Tl WA ¢ & (iRt AD , B 2R
718 A Ml A8 B35 G A B A 0 i 2 7 A TS S A U D SR SR AR BUR I, it i 4 SRR B R
LSRR Y T B A S B A0 WO, R BE 5 R AT Ak X A BRAR L DA LA
N 28 5 A 80 1 32 2 BTk .

(— ) 8 JBh i) 2

HT T Al F R T 22 8] A8 ) i O A R — 2, G er 38l B3 TSN %5 O M T AR AR A A Al A B
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KRR, A 45 ook A 5T TR S A Al A2 £ J00 LT E R AR . AR O S S
By, ] BE 23 T BIOE B8 KUK B GTOR BORE A A B R 1 O s H B S5 T, BRI Al o BT B
BRSO L] R N BT AR BOE 2 — e N B IR B A OCHE . —BOR UL B A AL
IV BE IS B WA H AR - —J2 B 0 T AT R3S 0 85 3 KT R WS A IS Y B T BT . O B
S, GRS R 2T B 22 4 8% g T EL RS Rl 22 ) SR A AR AU 2 BT — SR AT 4R Y P R AE AR
RFRBE b o 7t I JRURS 8K il B 555

1. 4 RE %A, PIFFIRMP FE(Lazear & Rosen,1981) 5 T i 95 3 32 25 (9 #F 52 2 Hofie LS ol
TR EIEZ —, TEXFE ST MATTHE 7 52 i PR Iz 1) 7 A5 28 #138 (tournament theory) . fiff B T
SRy A TEAE LA £ 5% T %% 03 R BE R A I 23 i B SR AR € 7 ik i AR TR T REOR U 5 T, B AR AR
FERIAT = AN RS S B 1 50 L 20l = TS 0 5 A9, JBCER 1 O3 T R A S R BT S 48 X R B . LU, 34 m
AN TE] 7 K 7 5T T T8 225 (wage spreads , RIUAH QR W 2% T 5% 22 8] (19 22 450 , ] LA SR A7 841K 9 51
ToAPEFMAT 2% 0y, 5 =, TR R E W RILAEAE . BAR T2 IS n2s ¥k bt T
IS5 I3 ARLEIEAS T b M T IS IS5 3 B s SORE RIS 5% 2 T e BT 85 g T R /Y A Ak
A, HAR TR AL ) — S E AR R IR BNE A2 KRR R AR AR, Y 2
A (G A A5 A X B B, 17 8% ) A ORI A FE ), TN E &%y X T e S B T R A K, A
W FE AR N E 0 AR PREE 0 % i R A2 68 O AR A B e . [ R 2
SR B TR B, — KR R 100 A @] SR i H A — A BRI A K 2 8RB
BB 2 iE 2 N B8 O L2 Rt . 7855 — s, R A 100 A @SR B AT 100
AR A A RILE AT E 1 OB R SR T R B I 2 AR AN I, X, i 5ROR
D RRAG Al T LG o B 4% 8 = 1R] 19 22 R B BR 0l T H 19, iRiE A Z2—1P A
N B R TR 20T DL/ AB S 2 0a R 3R AR B2 Il 75 50 % 42 T i BE A B Wi 51
TR BRARE TS 1 TAE . XA B T B[R] [ RSO AT 3 M 22 5 . BT & 2, KU 85
1R AT ol 17 2 E RS 5 A0 A A ol B8 43 B R % T 9 25, DA il B3 T A o 3 2 19 5% ) KO (Lazear &
Rosen,1981),

bR BEAGE R G Ao ELAT AN KA S0 7 T S S bR S A X 44 R PP A X 2 TR D
SE 5 TS8R Y 0 22 AR AEARME . LU, AR BERRAIR 1 5% SR A XURS: o X Ry SOAN 4 BB A% B TN
4 4 55 AR v BG In TEAT AR SCIK L A0 SR AR BE T Y D1 TR AR A Al R 2 . R A X T
(R4 4 BER AR T Al B 20 SR T BE A mT e ME . T EL L >4 5% 0% A 7 g AR A B I ) G MR A A
At BB DT HAT AT S5 A BT 22 Fh 22 0F , DT 55 ) 2 38 B 5 280 M LA AT I SR T 8 s 6 U8 Dl A
RYAY Aolb 25 A 57 T %5 ) TAE .

BN S E B, “Hbn 28" B AT RE R 25, i T X Al 7 2= AR 45 A AR T H Al A
F18 2% B T A 3810 % Dl A0 T 2 0K DRl AL 1 B 5 3 — > D B 8 - [R) S 22 1) A B A L B A B, L 28 Tl g
SR NS5 i A 3G B O 8Ty, R E AR 2R B 51 & i I BOR BN S AE
A7 20 AT RE 23 R W8 2022 W BURl 0 . P55 R AR Z 5 B A58 vh 38 1Y L 78 B T A 2 il 2 T AH X S AL
BITELT , B R TR IE45” (wage compression) 2 28 A9 45 XT3 - B9 3 B 77 38 A A1) F 51 T Z 8] f i
o DT B IR0 X A AR A G AEAT . 24 B8 2 A /N B TR0 SR T A s 8% 7 GXOx
AL AT AR, 5T Al 233D AN B AEAT SR GO Al A5 F1DD Bl B T (8 0820 e 8 AH Al =X
TR AT R B AR X A G . B2 A — e A DG W A A N — o R B 199 T 9% T 4 2 B A R B AL
il (Lazear,1989),

A ISR R VA= D AN (NE-POR § 1N Gt FO AN =3/ N NSIRY (2R o L L A
(Lazear, 2000b) 73 J5 T $& it T — > 5C T WU AL X 51 85 ) 78 B A0 e #5652 i /9 & B OF oS . X
TRIF 5T 0 35 5 0 L v0 R F A B 38 28 ] (Safelite Glass Corporation) 48 37 A5F 45 4 XU Bk 55 22 % A B 1Y 3t
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I B DD Ry A W, BT KR X R I A T STt v A A A R ) A b 25 S A T A
U2 52, 53 5t B 7 SR SRR, . BT 35 o ol T B A% 1 7 b I R B R WS 208 T
BT s FF LA T 8 B 2% 2] 808 AR 52w o BT DL T LOKE T T A9 0 A 1 SR 38 4 B8 1 ok . — J& I
AT R AR AT B A 77 AR A s RV MR A W) 0 g | 51 T2 A A AR A i B AR R R AL
WFFE L5 A B A T 0 St A V0 5 R AR A W A 7= 384l i 1R 2 4406 L 2 — 2 SR Al i
AT RN o AR, S T TS L v R R A R XU B e N AR T R R TR
22% . PR R AR MR B TR L5 S 8O 2 09 & A 77 R TN B £ 3 A% A
TAE.

(=) i o) &

e L PR R P 1 R o B W SVE o W I ) I A B vk - i ] N (R N S R G O N1
N HE ST 2 SCBR A R AR 23 SC T B ) 880, FLR A Tl i S A K B R i it AKX, e
4 vy BB Y ep B T 0 I A5 T L R AR P L B SE e T (ETN DA RO AT T S
TAEPE BT LA B Al R R 22 ) A G 2R 7 1 A A 2K ) 0 v A AR R AR &R &5 [

$1.55 /K (Lazear, 1986) 1A A o BIF 5% 357 T 4% 200 2% & i ol 53 T 114 3% {4 2% 51 5 #4 Chierarchy) o HG U5
T R B AR A 3 AN B 2 S T S R B B L DR O ISR Y 3 B 2 5 e AT IR T A Y B3 T
TAERBR R . i H A R PR T 4 B8 = ] B A A R =X, a0 AR IR 4 s M A R T AR
b, XEAE S BRI AR R 5 WAL G AT F e . R4 A A 1 0 TR — T
FEBS B RV VD TR ET N, A7 B 2002 4% TR E 08 (i T8 7 Al o] e 7 AN [R) 79 357 T
2 BECH ot 1 BAR A R A 47

XT3k 2 ] @, $37 57 /K (Lazear, 1986) 78 G LRI i B it A5 th DL R 4510 . B8, AR Z H &R
M) £ M ) 3 O =X, e — A SR R W A . Y I S Y A B I Al — R AR A CRE
3T ) AN 2 7= 8 OV R T T8 S AT T8, () 3, 40 SR W0 7 s R e R4 CRE o B3 T HRE AR T
Y B J B B AT RE AR AR B0 51 TAE P2 R 095 B A ok &35 i e 8 AR A AT T, Hk L ik i T
A — D20y TAE  BOZ TAE AT DUORUE A B T80 19 B8k . 51 T T I A9 48 3 T4 S AT 9 T %
R BB AT RE R AT SSRGS I BT . R, B = 5 AR A OGS L TN ) BEAR 0 B T B
G H SR M . QR 5 TR A 7 R AE B R IR A Ak B R B B IR 4l ik o R TR O X
e V8 URAR AR D TR AT AR 2B A% (R A W A . I i TR E S AR/ K2 A HAR
FEE B T AT R HAR A KIEH . feJa, it TS BPE Canfe 22 5 B8R, W 5 97 330H: 54 104 357
EREEE., HA YA R TARME LU TR E AR 113577 I 58 5o 478087 B R 1 DR IR
MR T ABEAMAE, Sz S 22 S 1 0 A U T 1 2 7K1 19 53 7T AR 2l O o M A
ANKRRNF T .

PLFFIR (Lazear, 1986) 645t . R I BT B W 23 51 805 — N 2R BN TRl BB <o 1 42 d
CON TR A 22 3l 1T BEAR TAE BT & . 244K, Bt A BERE MR B G A W e o T ML, H2, ik
B 7 PE I F AR AR L 5L TR IR Bh AR B . X B OCHETE T Ak T AR B e
A BT — s B KB A S AT A 2 8 D I O 58 . 5 S ANCHE 4 00 5 I A T R 5 R 15
TEME AT R . B UG, BT B WURAE S — %5 ) AR, AT RE S R R AR O A T
B AME” B RS, e T BB SRR A TR LSBT ARG T8 . b T e 25 R 3 3 il T 1E RE 08 e
SE LAY EN G, 51 T2 S W P 3 ool /D i 300 09 55 ) 0 55 0 R B R AR BN B LK P 22K o X UIF S A — A
KEREEIR R Y AEAEAT B XS BRI, 5 St 20 HE 2 10 357 T ) B K AR A RE DR A T A sh s FF ol . 5
Z L FEIRBEE T A 5 Y e B A

(Z)IE.BRIRzsh5RK

L TAE#HEREFFEAFEGF, P MAETFFIPARER TAE"A G, 7e8 il st 5L,
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Aol 2RI AR 55 3 VA BEAS AR A A 7 eR RO AR T S AR AR R R AT S
WAEFE M . X540 28 FH B Al 19 O A 8RN R L B, A B 5 4 BEOKE T AR AL AR B
L, I K AR B A7 0445 B A 4 Mk 1 2L A% O )

RETAEER T RAETFh R ERE  AEANFRF RN B REE, —NEANBE. 2
NE T TAE R 2 TAERE SCT N7 il 3 CF N TAEE edlie L. fEmmmyigXT . irfg T
NHR IR 58 A AR AT DA 2 b g 22 HE A B A6, sk JH e e A T Y 2 s ROl A 5 TAE B 6 1y
A Bl M A SR e ) 32 2 R A T 25 00, 5% A% T N ) BEAR LU A 07 g B g Al
AW 3 AT S 0 T RE A<, ity s A ) SRR BE O A AL AR A B oA i TAE R 2 D X
A7, FE I A AN RE g e B AT Mk BT R 09 /R 2 R0 . A A B B T AR 1R By — iR 8
BT A0 TAE R G T A AL T A7 A 48 Bl 2 CAnAE BREEYID L BBt , X AR S 640 25 T X0 A )
FABF R, MAENF L0, A SR B B MR TR 3R B TH & i A X R, B E
TR A B Az 2 4 AT BT A PO TS R oh B L TR L TS H S N RE DR GE L 3K AF 5 35 I B R A2
T 2 B A KBk BR Y R AE = 5 (Lazear, 1992)

5 Rl 51 S Bt | XU DRI AR B AR A A A AE 8 e v OCBE T . A AR B
VO AN B AR B A 5 [ 1Y AR B BT AR Al L T A e AR B, AR ) AR,
BE A N B AR R 3G I, TN %R i MG (HXOR R BE M R B A B AR g, R TAEA
EIPAREE IS NFHAE CHE Qi 88D BV M BE FE 0 R B N e iy 22 5. 4005 22 AT Z T80 Y 3
B2 5 4 KR4 AT L A N ECE T S AR S S FIRE Iy CAn 2R B I S 1 3D K i RE . AR, SEHIESh
R IRTTEE 73X — Wi . PLFF IR (Lazear, 1992) I F — %A W 7 i 51 14 2wl BCHE w52 & 3R, TR R
{7 RE M RERE T 80 26 M B 22 5 45 1/ N ZB0E 7K 7 AL AE 22 56 9 W] 55 181 )9 (Mincer regres-
sions) HAEMER: 25 W AE A IR 22 5% . Ul 9548 (Baker, Gibbons & Murphy,1994; Baker, Gibbs &
Holmstrom,1994) £ &> NG 1 FA 7 58 AR 209 4 I 0% [6] sF 5 At % B A ol 9 3R 55 92001 Chier-
archical leveD) 7E T ¥¢ s e B FHZAEH .

2. R TR, (ERLFFIRZHT B A D SO %€ 51 T 8 ) O\ — 1 TAE B 3 55—y T
V) BB AT SCHRE 8 Al 19 S T I BRI 55 sl A, B2 5% 2K (Lazear, 1992) Ky, 3 5 A
TR FERY TAE BB AR OC, AR AATRE S HR B35 & A O 09 TAE I 4 51 A N R i £ 1 Al % He R
AN 23 S I R 58 35 XA R AT S PR 3RS 5 B CRE I IR T . Rt BE R R BIE S A
C B TAE, eEARRUR 7 - E 25 5 O RE ) DTG0 H I o8 S 28 i B D kAl i — > o 28
TEHU R OB A NFRE A TAEFR AR 23 52 ) 01 T sl %8 . 3l ok 2% 42 4k 9 8 19 A B2 3t 3l 255 7K
(Lazear,1992) % B 53 T 7835 —4F B e MR ) Lo 8 s Gl 20000 0 WR B TAE R — KA Rl TAE I
AR, LA UL (0 AE o0 R R 1) 2 06, I ELAE 45 T R MR A JE R W A R E 200 A2 A . Al i) Bt TR
SR Al 5 T S BB T AL - 51 T A 5 — A SRR 1 A R A K, B TR AR R By 34 m
BB ) E 3 A BRI

3. Rrh ki, 553 MRk 15 53 T AN [F] 0% 7 76 R 32 SR A 6] 09 f {8 1 03 T 5 4
b 4 D B R 0t 23 R AS ] i 45 3 (Jovanovic, 1979) . H I B 78 5k b DC E AT B3 T s $k 53 R T A
HAEPEM—DEENE., PSS RAEX TN EZETER T . — 2 EFE B, XA A5 Al T
BCAE IR E T B R GBI — R8RSR X ARG T T 51 T AR 7™ J7 9 I 5 i AS 5 357 I 2 [
YOG 2 5 =2 51 T 4 25 32 A oMb i T I A JXURS: 72 B B 52 i), B, 47 5% /R (Lazear, 1998) & 57 #Hi8
BRI T 24 5T B A WA B B T3 18, st — A 2 AE A Fl B PP 28 AL i1 53T Al
HERELHARR T —EHRIEF . BER TA 500 BMERA =27/ 5 50 Y B3R 4L = —2”
A G D o R HER SR XU Y T L B TR R T — A B IR A il R PR 2R
SR e G 0 TG 22 S 9 . B TR B TR A b T 2 0, A ke B e 4 T B2 BT (IR A il
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MTEABRME . ZEHHERAES B TR BIR T m. mHA,.FER T 5E EZEA — ¢ RE
AR 2 L) K LU BEAS By R A2 77 D0 A i 19 01 g 0 RURS: v Y 51 (B 28 B T AU (B
i,

TE WA — TF 58 P L B 55 /R (Lazear, 2009) M7 BEAL AL A (skill-weights approach) % il B b
REEIARLE (tenure effects) . TELFF/R WAL b, £ 58 1 3 J1 AL 45 B8 L AEAS [6) 9 £ ol BT 75 22 1Y
R G AF, AR ME R T AR ME. XBFE— T U5 /R (Becker, 1962) 3¢ T H
YN 3 BEASF A FH AL R A 7 43 o A B AU (0 — A AT ARG 56 19 4R 98 2 < AT S R0 K Bl T
JEJE” (market thickness) M /b, Q1R 57 3 i 780 W7, 51 T 8 MRS #E AR M 4% 1) — > 58 2 g VL I
HAHRRAH G R TAE , S BOE RI TRMK . MY g i B ms  7E R E 8 555 1 AT A
Gy F B TAE, B Al % RSN D7 e At e T HoAth T AR, o i@ B2 Be . O) — 4> Al SE R A6
A HE TS 2 AT X TR AR B 5 TR, R KA FETE TAE ERY 4 T, 7R 6
YA 5 T B Z Z2 AR OIS TR R 2 F) Y D AR AR A2 TR R

A0 At 22 ARG B X TIREEIRIRA Z MR, w0 AA T ITER R —E F IR R
(65 ) BETRE, KT EZNNH M E AR A 2 5%, B2 LT RA B R4
My — 5 il i D1 L AR R AN PR R AR 7R D O A AR R N SR A O B e A R Y Oy R AT e
Iy — PR 2 B LR R O AR R B LA R AL 2 . AR AR R R TS — R &R L,
AT B S 1) 2 2 B S T A AT IRARL o TG AS 2 R A U A0 RS AR A3 . T I i B AN B U B S AT 4
B — B AR 2L 55 B A TRl N S S M R R B T T, % T, 55 R (Lazear, 1979) M B
W ERRE T AR ER RS M B R0, IR T SRR g . AR R R E BT R (Lazear,
1979) B IX — 24 5 U N2 TF 22 0 Je B8 2 A L R 1 A e 5 P BEN 1Y 55 3 3 17 3 vh 25t B o o]
PEIRR LA .

— B U L Aol S 4 B TR 3 I N 1 A T O DT R 09 S PR 7 S . Lazear (1979) 44 5 il 7
RIKE AR A A B T Z BRI A 45 . Ak s G SRAE TAE W) 30 SO 45 51 T 89 3 L
DT HR Y 321 BR 7 (R B AR — s, 7E BT IR AR TR S I SN 0% 3 T e T RS B A, BT DA
BAELKFEEWNR T, WERCRE ., J5 5B B K 35 2 42 4 5 TN JE X TAE, 2 5 T/F
RO T G WA R LA AR A Aol Ao v 0 B 2 T TS S50 v AT I xR A R K B R Al SR B R A
— 2, AT 5% S b e SR Al B FH AL A %A, o) —Jr L 0 TR R K R R L i T HE
91 I G2 vmn T H 3 B A PR O i R R BOR B0IA 2 1Y 7 2 A ML S AR AT R T ER
PR VLT 29 N D7 B U5 AR B i Al 0% . B R Y g i o R PR B AT BE B AE T AR AT AR
SRR = % 2 O B4 s = 1 1 O D I SR 1o 1 2 L R N (=l = B 1
WK AW E e T A A RE R R R AKX S . LR W AR A ST B (E A A ] TSR S
. X TUME ST B BB A& SCFE T R A U #RA F K T % i (long-term wage stream) , t B 7E
DT AR 58 B IS0 S A 25 A AR T 340 B 7 it A0 6 0 37 T 7 A R 8 B 0 D S A e T 3 B o A0 6 0 B
. 3R A S A T 28 AT LA B T AR AR B i AR S PR I OZ A TR R AWM. A
Bl T IR B T A XURS ) o kR A ST T 8 6 AR 23 5 B0 R AR, I s A 51T 0 R B DA 5 1 IR AR
JE v 32 g O I T B AR, AR B3 T AT BB X 3 304 BE ANl B (Bl TREME BT X 7 8, HA L
0w K ERE T .

(m&EEEME

B (supervision) 5 & M2 AN F A T2 M e ag FEal . Sssp, B EVE b B sl i
FTRAE, KPP 2E T T, X518 T — RV BUE, . FHE QI E NN ES
A i 15 2 A AR BR s A B AT DAL SAE 22 KRR B B 4R i 51 T AR R A B X BT Y
JERE ARG A B F B A 7 R N S R A A i SR AR A H 2 X (B AR X T B 5
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TOMERAZR; ~LEMELEBILLHMERELTAES BAER T2 Xk, fiFREESGER
(Lazear et al,2015)f#i ] 2006 4F 6 H & 2010 4F 5 H — R K AR 55 4 olk 4> N2 1 5 A= 7= 2880808 %
23878 £ A T.5 1940 & &P VCEL .15 3] 5729508 4> H A= 7= R8s, Al i1 1 4 3 2% 20% (supervisor
effects) ,

F T I AR AR RN SR K 5 , $7 5 2K 4F (Lazear et al,2015) & 8L, B B E A9 A= 7= R 22 5 R K, X
PR EBRRZR RGN ERETMEEZMNERE T REREN, L, -1 SRR T 90%
G300 A A R e SR R AL T 10 060 40 A B BT Al ok A AT BA T R R BO Y T —
9 NHTBNH &AM I 1 &4 61 TR 77 RN . A ™ 2R 07 T, 4 B AT B 4R T R R W B T Y
75 (hnifEfb e . AN FHMEE R T L 75 5. SXWA RN FERZFEAY S
CERFARNTFHHERREGES THW L5 A2 2/ A8 mSiE. Wi BERREENERER
K FT fE Ak 2L BA A U AR B AR 2R B a4 19 90 %6 43 6r 45 B3, S MERE 19 10 00 43 o 1) 450 B 38 1 5 H
L 165 .

BT 5 T, I8 S B i IR 45 B 4745 BB Y D1 TS K AT BE S O H A B B, B T B AT S
ST, 1t R A A R A R — R O O, BT A 1R A B R IR 2 B & H S L RE Bk 4R
e AR AR A B A PR X BRI A 55 T B BE SR A B OK - T L A b A X R R R B
T M R T b R ER 0 O TR, B 1, X e Z B TN 5, B RSN (boss effects) B
K(Lazear et al,2015) , XEWKRERK S ET N TR ES & EZNEHE A FREE7FKE. #
AT X T 5T L B PSR RO A AE B RV T A All 58 B35 RN 51 T, A7 ik SE kR B L A5
HAETE AV 51 07 T HE A B AR S AR RO R T B

(R)MSHHAR

Wi & +E S 2T I0 RR UT J) 7 IK AS  Z B R R 2 00 OG5 MY R B AE T Ml BRI TR R
FFBE PR AR . SCHR o6 T 905 ) B9 I 52 AR AR L X BUAT SR 2 6 R A B 22 AR (Heer-
malin,1998) ., #EHLFF /R (Lazear,2012) VA9 , 5C T4 1 YA 5% E A LUR LRSS A . — 2 %) )
T BYRRAE B AR BE S B 7 YRR BT s RN EE T AT O A R R A 2 AL
RUGH T s =2 K 50 90 AL RE TR T 5 M T 50 RE Y DR R DO R R 4 A0 ] TR AT M B A N A
23 R ZH ZbR U 5 T 2) B AEAu] Bl 58 00T 02 A AR ZE AT RO R S TR 5 S i R E ST
FWA BT E Bk B X 4 HORE e 32 B e 3R A 90 S S 2K G R T I 1% K ) B 8 (charis-
matic leaders) . W] LA, $ 55 K B U 94 6 w5 1 905 g SRR 1) 4% 4> 23 T, fHL Al [) Bsf s i o1 32 0T sl 1y
R 2B SCHRIT AN & H TRk 2% 43 B 0 S GIE 4G 596, 3 b f5k B 109 e A IE 48 02, TRAR B 27 B 12 ST 1E %5 )
PRALTE AP Ry T IR AR . S T UL, PSR NN & U AR B A S ) R A, O M 3E A K 2
MBA #¢ A 0] 4 ] A K0 P 460 1 52 UE AR 3, F — 20 IR AL T X% 1] 9 AN IR (Lazear, 2002, 2004,
2012),

inE /RIS B o R o R VA RE VI i A 1 RS (1Y WDl M I A KB i v i Y = N
N B R T b 58 8 T AT 55 (R ATT B — 2 gl D 2 mT UL &2 2 . 7 F5dl 7 (Jack-of-all-trades) .
P55 /R (Lazear,2012) B BB BRI TR & , IR L6355 W o 4103 5 I N0 A B & T N RB 98 & 5
F ORI 5, DA ERE . B0 0, ST F AR ) M St 1 O & T 7 WA Pk
Wiirh JFHEZm T, HZHEE S RBUS X AR 58 75 09 A MBm T K ie 68 e | K Ge 1 1
SRR N B Z R IA B E TS A AT RECE B RE SR N . RS R T AR K AR A
Bt MBA & ACKHE K 0 7 i B Uk, 45 R 3R U1, 40 S & A 18 77 A T ] WPk B 19 A 54 07 (Lazear,

O 5y L0 e 2l R A /I B A S G 28— A Aol 19 22 R OB 3 B 0% AR RRE L IR 4, AR e Bl B T e L) S AR T
PR A 7 1 B AR
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2012),

— N[BT R KA R RS RIE SR 7 X I PR R e — AT R A28 A, ik
M A TRV Z A58 T A X R A e s = IR A0 0o 6 8 sl B e A E AR Y2 E M@,
DIR853 Fr b5 ) 2255 . X PR 10 % 538 4 (generalists) WX — 2, Bl Sl 35 BiE A  H& 2
MEEE ., 7E 2004 4F Ry — TG P, $ 55 /R (Lazear, 2004a) 2% T Hr 3H 45 K 2% MBA & /& 7] 45 17 7 5%
P 5 K B, 2L H IS R Aol ZE 09 MBA 2 A FEAR I IR it g i IRFE S N 2 AE 200, X UK & 491
TN T GEAR P AT FHA R — 4, a0 R AR Bk 05 3 B Al 5, 2 B i e AN ) e
KA

iy RSB RE R — A T R R T T AT S AR S IR S A XE R EE
S — AN NI R 2 A RAF 8 B AR L R A b e AR 2 1 B W] 0 S B Al 7E DAET By TAE
PRy B A AT RE LIRS R &3 F il N E 2, W2, & BRI AR AT A
Tz B TAER S 3 b 0 N T 25 5 R 45 & (Lazear, 2012) . B4, $15F /R (Lazear, 2002)
R LT o Z FH A AR NG AR M K . Ja ok, $1 55 /K (Lazear,2012) 4] 9829 #4
gL 15 4F A9 T NECHE BRI E T R W, s kB R RS — RS A AT
— A TAE R ST B AR B 2. 4%, T 2 /DA S AN HRSS M i NFE T — 1 TAET Bk
T R RIS AR 10,5 %0 X UL IR B N5 N Z W) AT REAE AE 22 5, (H A 4R HGE BB Re I,
FEAS W A= U T 28 Dy 1) S I R D ST B D YOG . TCiR R R AE IR R R RIE M, B8 ) RN A8 B Xof 46
FHEMRCELE EMWRETAN., WERERAEEABNGEFZHNGFEWALEZ BEE
B TAERLS i H X9 E R UL, B T A AR, RRIR Z AN TE T B AT Y R A AT e
WAL G AT = 8 Tl AR FR B s . % T4 ), $ 55 UK (Lazear, 2012) i A5 =4S B 1 k30 . )R AE
4 Rl B Ml B N WA KT BB i (IR S 2 3 28 355 2% 1 N T A W] R T 3 0 B 5 S A R S A Y o
AR BRAE I S T AH RS AT I N T AT 405 BRASE 9 T RE M T DN 5 SR A BB ) Y A A A R A 2
SRS KA AT M - 3 2 PR Ry B 7 5 i NG 2 B v XU e [l i ) A S ] T T ok A ke 3 (e iz
UR 53/

(R EENRTEE

TERT i M T AR BB HEZL T o AT T 38 A AU FLH A 19 N ) B AR i 32 N 1 A Y
AT & TR B E . X EWRE 123X T KA 52, e B9 B AL B 4% 38 75 58 4 A 3%
Rk BN T3 AR SEAST AR R 4 A A% BRI B TG T8Ok 508 3 By Jo . SR R B 22 19 TE 4
KW, THEARFEHFERN—ANEEART SRR S0 TESLMHEENERENN. XEWRE, B H
TRURFAE A 53 T AEAS [R) 0 AR PRI T i DARAS R R U A 3 5 22, Aol AE Bt T T %8 o v ml fig & 42
FHEEMM . X, BIFF KM Y (Lazear & Shaw,2018) i T — A EHE 08 M H LR EEHENT
TEA R TR R Tt 22 S iy Z2 /0 R T — BT DURE RE R T S B 0 AR, O 20 2 AR
B B, R IUVEEA WA A TAERT e <5 LU AEAE P TR R s ny T8, X T X KB 4E , Card
et al(2013) FH 78 = R F B , 78 T 98 de s vp Al s b e 5 2 AE O,

Ry S G b B A LA () R 7 WM AR R T A S ORI R — R AL AT DL 4
DS = O O o = N = 2 S SN = TR/ (O TN =S R ) g o 1o /A =1=47 4) =0
WO T ECE RGN T 20 1%, MWARIEE , B 1k % 7 3 28 R0 S B8 Can £ ol 45 L 45
JDA BT A= R Ot i Alk” . JE O AR, 51 TR 2 B IO S ST A ] R R R P A
WFFE A — S RBR DU, ORI, R TR A KRR T 5 N TR A K, 5ia SWEAT 4, Kz

ORI, Abowd et al(1999) ¥ Ak 5t T T % 43t S~ Bt T8 W (worker effects) Fl4lk %0 (firm effects) , & B iX
T2 1) AR AL AR AR 2%
— 149 —



BHEITEE wvssom

o A A Y X AR 8 % (Lazear & Shaw,2018) 33k S UL J2 %37 iy LA T %8 AR 338 11 8 22 58
REZG W AP SR IS0 R 1 2 00 &2

= HFRMYBEEFFHTTE

BCE B B EA R TR AT BEAR AL 2 T A WA T HE AL 25 i il B L 20
JoT i TR AN PRI A 2 S e R B i, AR Y R TR SRR TE X Uy Y 3 B SCHR L PR A A X
HE AT FH TR

(—)BEE~ER

TEHE TAES AR HE 1Y PEG R FURE 5 L v 55 F i 55 0E B Be i BEL2 AR RN,
s, gl LB — A PR AT 8 R AT 10 44 JLE W AL — D BERAEAEAT VU I+ 44 2748, — SR N IR 1
PP E AL B 100 N B AP @ T IR B KN BER B ER B 7= th Z | A A4 %
7 WA ), AR REZs 2 L AH 2% 27 S8 Aok B R L R A3 1 H R A= 3 rh 4R o
SUE. NHBELTECIEE  CANBATENE T FHE R TR T IR LR,
FRRZ R BER IR (class size effects) . {H 4t K 2 B 57 J& 57 o SEUE 43 BT 10 Bt = IS HE 48,
BT P15 IR (Lazear, 2001) #4817 2 & 4= P2 A5 A (educational production model) , § 7y 3 2% M
BESZE ™ o A fE B HEZE

P55 IR (Lazear, 200 DR AE P AL AR — A2 A 7 AT o] i i 5B A 7 % A O a8t A 2 T YA 5, T
TE— RN n A2 AR B BEG b, B A 28 AR AT AT I AR A W5 15 B C Ui 27 2] R pry il
WA AT R AR HE R 1—p", XH SR & T IR HF ST b —Fh A St 808 3, TR
Ry 25 S it BG I0A Ah 2 AR 1 AR AT LA R 2 P8 BF RO0E (congestion effects) . ZE[RBERN T, 2242
Z 18] ] B 23 RH EL AL 388 67 AR L PR O — 2 A AR A I ) 2 o SR Y ORI e T BE B A N B
7R, e, — AR BB A 35 5 R 7 (troublemakers) , WU ] BE 45 5% i IR 26 22 43 <7 & 2 A 19 MR 4
FAIROR

PR B — B 2T BB R VL R N ) BE AR B T 32 A0 (BRI 2 A TR 8 I e T T2 ) 1Y AT R
PEUE . A T 8 S AR PEOAAL B — T2 A m A2 m DR Z A2 A4 . W o A 2
(0 2 AR 32 Bt B R4, B W B ABRE MS7 T p FIHA AR S50 . I8 4 o 38 SRR f R AL 1Y A ST 2
KB ZV " BSA S Wm, HAE e KA R G 8 B m, LUk i K6 H bR, R 48
FHCHE A R ol R0 A AR AT 45 7€ B IE R T 7 g S ] LU PR 7 S — R EE R A
b 1 5 e PR A S FE T SR AR TH UM T 7 10 T%E W R 57 8h i i b 5l A 45 i B4 i SRR A
HEARME V., LR3PTI b Y HE 138 G P 32 405 19 SOR) i S Z2 i, B2 BT ) d R
T 3 B4

LA B 20 7 AR PR RT3 L P55 IR (Lazear, 2001 0 17— R 90 09 Lo A8 80 A5 40 Fr o ks 5 i
ST T N AE 2 AR (endogenous discipline model) ., B63% , 28 #1947 31 A 2 %A A,
TR AR A A AL S e AR AE R B3 g, T HL B 9 i S A PR, A At 38 R T O B
Fe2g S M 2% 2 i I (heterogeneous learning preferences) 45 IR 2 Xt BE 9 AR AN 20 & 72 H 1 52 i)
FEF X B, $i7 55 /R (Lazear,2001) 5| B T — S0 5L 7 iy 5 F #2807 5L,

55— AR BE ARG 24 A AT R RN ) B A M (L A G, 5 28000 U AS B A DG L 30T 7E 45/ 0N 11 B
Gorp SRR P A AR HART 6 T 3R B A 0 2 A S A BE  A ARE  E
K PO T BE ki, — B R R (2 T R AH A R T 5 | S 2 0 A U O O 2 R
A RIAF MR ETE

5 AR/ N BRI 00 R T HE G AR RN 2 A AT S . R TAT AR A A AR
AT AT BB ER A W5 i [ C BN 2% T AL 387 B AT 1) 27 2E L BRSSO B Ay WY Wk 5 7 1) 8% g A0 BE 40 A0
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BLJG 2 R RIE N BE ™ 2 TR /NE,

B IR ZBUE BT AR 22 A (24 2 B8 1 4y BE, T LI BRSO e KAk . 3 R 480 7E RA ST
HE RGARG L L0 20 3™ B ) RD ST 2 AR S TR BR 24 2R v 3 B R B 2 A e R T S Ay PR

S0, BEANRRBE I, SR 2T A G R T R cE AR B R AT SR A R AR P B R By
B TR P28 T[] S5, L Ry T 2 1 B L 4 L B %) BIE G A A BB EL s e i NR 20 BLSE IR 0 5T R
B A 8 10 44 2408 A L3 A TR — S 28028 b At 8 U 1 A e DA o b 2 R o s ) B R R O Y
PR R B AR /N IR RO IR N A AR K 2Z 5, TR o TR A0 p (EEAK .t B 7
AT A] B i B AN W et ) O st N 2 2] A RE R AR . X B RE X T S BE 1R 2 VA IR TR B 2 A
Ai/NBE A A B TR m e i,

555 PLST JRORE U B 20 RTEE GO ASE 2 [ ) B S 2R A, DL L R T S UE A . A A ) R
GO 22 A AT R N ZCE 7 R U0 R BROC 3R L O S T ) B AR R T — AN A b v L O T B A
DR ASCHE X S TR AT A 0 R A 6

SZ S HLFEIR ) B R U 1 2 S SRR S T A O BERLR A 2] B Sk, OF
5 90 5 AT oA X BIE RIS ) B T 33X A A BT 2 R G 2 ) B R e e R R T — AN R e
P HE 42 RIS E SR W

(=) %3l B F0 BUm % 1F

Lo F XA E . BOF GEE UL — U AR — 0 I3 R 32 2 BE AL Y AN B T0 Y B Ak
SR SR HT TS N A DTG I A A X R R 0 A M AR .l AR B SR HE
A AR 1R AU 14 % 3k T R 2 O B0 N 2 A G T R D, i 20 T Al R R K B
2. —SERRAE R DL B N S B SR A X AT R A LY L (H A e S R UM — TE i i, A 2 B
S ) I N R S T2 A

Xt P57 IR (Lazear, 2006) £ B B 1k 7 ML 9 47 34 114 50 @, 26 B v JRU B 1000328 174 5 00 ) BB ke
T ST R R AR . WO PIL A A T AE IR L AT B A R . IX R R R T2 S AR v (2 )
AE 0 22) Wy 2e Ak Tl e N i i DD 220K, el 2 W U 25 i 0 LRI A L B D R X
SN PE L . AR TR T AR AR 5832 A R0 TR h B, & S BUE AR AR R s AR 1
Xof JE A T 9 2 A R U L B BE ML B DU PP AR AT R B UL S 1 LS . 3k 2R DL T I B K GE A B R R AL
TR AT 3500 ) o A0 D D B L ¢ A ) S A R T gl A R

AR & A0 0 N A UL S IRl LTS S0 7e oo By B B, a0 SRR A A 5 ik
14 30 BRI 25 5 T2 3R AT — SE B AL , 27 A= 8 T G R « 2 IR [l e % 8 2 LRI 20 /N BT 1 Y
57 %F A ) AR i AR AR R U S A AT R R 2 ST AR D BOE A A WA S R L A B R N A T DL
Jl A AT 28 /0 25 2% ) 25 i N g R . T L 6 AR &I 1 2 AR DL R R TR TOME 2E YA I 2R AR L
XA A B TR m AT 2= S B Ty BT 2R S AR (B 2T B8 30 1 2% AR DT R [ B
HILAH BN 2502 1 4 k5K, BN B RE S s 2% S S AL A B Tl 2= b2 s 2 BOmi X T2

O w5 KU RN R R AR AR E T i — AN EZEEOR TR 7RI T #0208 3 52 A 2 TR R g
1 3 R E N AR B IR 2 AT . A PR LI L R 2 ) T B B AU T B B g N A L IR SR
it P A 228 U AT BE B 2 AR M U e PR 2 . ISR E I B S G L AR if » W A AF BON B9 “ Ak — T L7
TR A A5 R XS 0 32X R A 4 TH R B RO B . 5 R (Lazear, 2006) P24 B 1 06 AH SC IA] RS T IR A 5347 .

O BB A 30T W s 00 BB AR TR 0 e B2 L gk e ) AL R AT B 1) R TIR 4 2 2 A AR R A U0 OB A I
SRR BAT 2557 Xt 4155 /R (Lazear, 2006) R T8 , 40 8 58 4 T % 00 BC & 09 B 5 0 I8 48 B F 8 REA &
G 114 Hb 5 ST S8 0 i R A A 3t T U AT 5 A R R S T L LA AN B R AL AT R 2 B G Mt
O (EE AN RE T A A T IR L R A A TEARSE M Ty R AT B ML AR FEAR . B A A B M
B HEEHOE SE PR B2 TR
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BCAAIR B 27 A — A4 0 0 2 BEAIL Y A B T Y

2. HIFE IR, FERIHE  XF B A 25 PE AR N Y AR BRI, e B X IR S sk = 3R O Y
ORI BB A L AT S A s RIS 0 X B DDl ] B G b s X T N AR S ML L A RUE Y
FA RF T ASORY) 1 AN AT T 8 BE AL PR AL AT BE BN R, AR L ST R B X T T B T AR
ARy B O % PEAL TR TR . P15 2K 38 S0 5T 45 18 7 BLSORVE | SRy AR R A 45 T 1Y
I HEAT ARV B O BT e 2 R AT B A AR AL [, DA R R ] A B 2SS I AR
A [ 30 FELAH IT 0 AT R X 3 1k 22 32 OB A A A o (E A v i 1 o L3 0 302 D = 2T L)
PREE A 25 ik AT B8 42 4> (Lazear , 2006) .

3. FIRB . AMEREERW], 4 AR B A E S H B T EE I de 4 g R FH R T G I 4
5 25 TTAEAS B XU HL 7 S 5 48 I 35 T 50 0 3 T 45 A 2 e JF 1) fl ke s X6 T 800 98 Dl 1)
B, 11755 IR (Lazear, 2003) 1 iR 18 « “ [6] HoAth 55 2l % — FF | 2000 23 %8 022 45 09 It 58 25 B9 380 A A s B v
AMEE BRI AL 3E T U7 AR S U B T A I Y R LE T BV 00T RE 8 B e 4
Az WA K (B 3K 8 ] BE A 4 3 2 A 56l Z4E 5 A W B AF AR B R i e Pk . Ledn, 35 [ 1988
A E R ZEFE I\ W5 (The National Education Longitudinal Study) Z8E $&4E 73X J7 @ 1 UE 88 » 3F
27 Z 4R 5 I A K 54 12 2 i /9 2% 3Kl 56 (Lazear,2003)

XF g 4755 2K (Lazear, 2003) R 38 [ 01 Ji 4 B A0 7 R A 20 B . 37 5% 2R B9 0T 5 128 P ik e = A 1)
R A TR 0 B R TR R A 47 LU S AT O RE 7 A 2 R Sk X U G A £

W7 PR BOW B R A S R A S R A — B MR R R AT 47 KA R R

A A X LA 5 | R A% A ) e 2R U5 280 T 4 9 38 T e B 1 — 8 5 ) 3 0 ] AL 2 35 AR 1 00
B TS R T . X I BR T 0 3 I 4 R T R O O B S B A, (AR
FR) 2 o 2500 27 A 1) i 4 7T R 23 D 125 05 D0 32802 PR Ry R BB R AR A% 1 R 27 R B 480 N R A7 3 2 1 i s
XA RE 2 BN A E MK R R R AL, B AR T PR A A AR, O A A i R AR AE
AN—F, XM F L AR 5K AR RE 8 4 RO TAE A5 0 23 Bl = 4 E 0 205 O 23 O Al 4N
PEHE UL XA R AR BCH 7 ) O AR T RBET & N PEE e R, B2, 5w 2m
IR L S B 2 A T 2O 2R 5 Y R B8 (Lazear, 2003)

MIEEXLMBRBMANZDENEFEAR

FIFFIR B — AL AT B AR E M E =R B TR AT LT X HE S0 = 82 sk
A Al Kot 25355 2w B 35 7 (economic imperialism) 78 748 20K BE 09 W% 7618 5 AU &5 % B R
il A5 5 THI AR B AT TR

(—) X & FEFEEHINR

TEPLFF /R (Lazear,20000) F K » BT AR — T 2B B2 — T HIE A B4 (genuine sci-
ence) . ‘B MYV 5 ) BEAF AR AL 4 Bl AL SE B G 1T B R A 56 R S B AT #E B A AR 15 (refutable im-
plications) , NWHE IEFRIE . AU, 28 5% 2% 55 5 o i i 2 X 4y T HA At SR = RN R — 2
ZEUF2E R T 3B SR de K ARAT A A B S AR s 0 20 B L AR ™ R A X A MR L JENE AR S & T B
VI E B R A3 s =R AT E RN AR O I A A AR S LA A S Bl B 2 Y [R) R, A X
HERMLEEGIEHT &35 LR A7 H ARG H LU FAR G, 2 o @ drar B E L7, fhiff
IREMRATFE 2 B £ IS TRih @,

DT XTI I « I 58/K (Gary Becker) . A5 % i 7 e KPR, Fofn, B4R A4S « B
ffi (Margaret Reid) X} KR &5 #0081 . FH R £ « &7 /R ok (T. W. Schultz) X A 77 % A 89 8 5% (Lazear, 2000b) . 7E i
FEORZ A0 AT = H ARG B a0 [ 32 SCHUR T R A Raditzky & Berholz (1987)
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XTI PS5 R (Lazear , 20000) TA K B 5675 2215 M 5 A2 28 U 2447 [ 3 S0, R J # A0 1 19 37 ) A
o AR 22T 2 I 3 SO XN U 1T R B T 48 B8 T SR W 1 2, G S A 5 T 9
FHERE AL HE | BT Cexplicit markets) | 7 W28 3536 o)) A SR 6 B A AR i 47 . fe B AR
WM 11 28 e A 1 SO B A T HOR BT A AL ST h . I FAT R SR GERETIHAE . &
U At [ 32 SCEA I X — 25 B A R Ry ) i B e 3 S Al A R SR R R A 0 i 1ok
TEVTAN B 20 25 5 30 W5 110 0 Ak Ay 2 L R D R B . MBI 9 IR 5L & 7 55 /R (Lazear, 2000¢) #5 H
AW FGEAE IR Z B, H— AR % 8 NG 07 R B 41 25 [n) 8, EL ANBOIA 24 5% 3
FdE 22 RG24 W ok M & AT SR Y ) 8, H =, B % R RGP = drili it
AL M R AL P R . B2 AU B E R REM T AW =M R il . T4
Ur 2= W R T

(Z)EBEXHMBRMANAEHHAR

1. #E %5 R, EPRR S MR 8 SOk E 8 B SOk B Bk A A TR [
G X 2 (0] 9 52 5 B AR Be & 2y . A2 s RO AT 55 5 2 > oAt 1 35 R0 SC Ak SO S F ) Fh sl AL 7
Iei] [ % 18] (4 57 5 M 4% %05 2 25 0L L B 55 IR (Lazear, 1999b) K R ANMK S T H1 4 05 2 W TE 38 5 Ik B
WA B 25 2 > HAh s 55 Sk, ROk 2R 018 55 Sk B 1 B0RE R0 0 R 2T 15T, BE AR ESE 5 .
5 2 A ) R AT R R T R R] BE & A M (B B R 2 HE 57 /R (Lazear, 1999b) & F 3 i
R 9 N 11 2 B F 5 48 L 20k A — Rl SC Ak i N T o RN T AR 2 Bt ok B BORE IR
(A K 25 T B b g R4 s M R AR £ SO RIS 5 768 i A B R (o X0 Fe i e, [ Ak B4
WA KT 8 & e 5 4 BURT T 42 O 4 A0 B30 R R i 1sF o JEC il 38) = 8 ST %) T80 Dl 2 R A 5 o o /0 B R %
ERX PP EREN S A T35 S sh Pl 2 R AR, 7ERes i, 5 A 1 2 1) 0 B R %
AL S R BN B A /N 11 20 00 R A A, HC g [l Ak 1) (8

$ILF5 /R (Lazear,1999b) ik 48 tH 7E 2 sufbat 25 b, BURF 8 ) 22 o0 SCAR RS R AR 4R o =088 R 9 BUSR
Al RE S 2R R AR A AR Z i UM R AT R R 4 T TR AR Y AN U BOR Tk ST
RERA 510 . W Z T R BUR I 56 8 S A A B T PR R B B 1Y AR 7 2%, 31X nT R 2 B AIC FLml A
A 2E S ERIEE . PBREBRNARESRMERKEEH TS RNARER.
1T HL s 28R SCAR I 51 23717 2k — i A8, 3 B4 ] BB I AS LG IH A 4 o DA TH 35 4 3 1] 387 1 4657 114
LR P S P A R AR . VA R R E T R AR S DB R E F T e AR T A BRI
) EFOET AT REYE . PLFF R 193X 2 K B0 I 7E [R] — SCA B R PN O 2 8 SCAR B AR R T . At i
1T 5 B 1900 — 1990 AF i) i A 1135 2 B0 50 0F 1 LB U, 0, A R A R 2] BB Y
AT RE M R Y M RS R BEE AN T e EE R b, T HL SRR RO H L AR KR R s VR
22 B9IE T DS R BN ) AR BT R (Lazear . 1999b) .

2. BRBAFM, BREAAR M%) RS f s 20— 1, M8k, ] Do H
Y IFRAE . I BT 2000 435 N % A B L 557 IR (Lazear, 2007) W 5% & 0, 36 [ 19 5 V6 H#F &
Rl A At SRS, 28 RBAE i IOE Y S5 79 588 R LU IR D88 A R FE 8 25, 2 A
[ R YA = RN ES P R A VR (ART(TIE R e oA iy e LIS N o i 1 B S S (1

D57 /R (Lazear,2007) ARy B BLTE PUASJ5 T - Ho— . S R4 80 00 Y AR 88 79 BF A% R 838 Wi M . 32 LL 4 7
MPERHHR P RA 49%., H 7 FRE T RMAED LI Ay 21000 32T, i & 75 75 8 R 5948 25 T8 A L
12000 20, H =, #OR |l 88 PG RERS RANA o rh S0, M R gy BBV RF R R RA A B VER BT KT, MR, %
FIRER M T HE M B R 22 5. (S X TR 5 % iR B 56 M A B8 I CHA A B F AR L FD L SR W0 AR AR ARy
P HOH AF BRI 11 7 4R AR LR A AL I K 0088 RO S 3 ZoE AR BRI ik 14, 1 4F, HpU, BB 5 70 BESF 6
AR EE 55 74 BT 7 5% [N BB O A AR B ORI K AR E R AR £
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WA H— BB KA R EAE RAH 15X 0 R R F B X B, e B VG5
B A AR 3% MR HME . L BP0 ar R RS E % RO H T s ) =
AT AT — A BER AR B 8 X A5 25 T HUOE 2 (8, H =, BB Af A 4E A oo 58 e 405 ok 2 36 [, Al B 1A
MPEEET TAERIH A A S A KA (gl AFEHWREE A, T EiRFE5, 5755 /K (Lazear,
2007) 2R H1 2000 4F 3 [F N F A 500 BRE A KO K 30 1 15 5 A SO AR [ b i 48 ¢ Il e AN A A
ERBAE I E R I B . XF T A T I ) 8 4 e 2 5 o P S o i R R R R 4 R 1 ] AR R R
X R A SR AR R G 0 — % AT S o Y ] A 2 KB R — 4E I8 4 ¢ Tl E B IR
WAL . WEHERE 40 2B RINAGIEMILE L 20 Z B REM 4N LG, LIFTIEFK
B 0 1) HE T

(= )Xt K =B B 8 55 3h 0 i 45 9 i S #0 A 7%

PLFF /R T 2006 —2009 4F [A] AT 36 = B 4¢ 2 P 0t 1) 22 03 25 0, W Bk & 1 A BRYE & BF fa AL
X IR SEAHLE W5 4324 F R 2 8 K 3EE (The Great Recession) , T TAEMWFIE 00T 2, 1157 /R S H
GAEF X R IR B 57 8l ) i gt o 7O A S AR A AR T B A S AR R AT SR L B T
B 5 25 R Rt (Lazear & Spletzer,2012),

— Pk U L R AR AT S 8 S AR R A TR M B A B SRR B IR AR AN R Y L A
B, HTE BTN eI A AL BE N 5L S R A A ok i R ARG B, AR b TSR R A Y
I, 53 Bl 26 5% S 0 T AR AL AR B A R AV . X B T R L e R M 0 L T ELR A s A
RN EE S AT 0 TR B REAEA ST RNKAL, TELRT S B R, gl 2 T, 5
TR TR X R R B TN B RE L B A 0 A, 5 Z AR, Ak 23D I . i an . 78 2007
—2009 4F R R ], 38 [ 1Y 01 T3 e KR R B, AL 2007 458 U 2R BE A 830 J1 ARSI T 2009 454
TARJER 530 LR FE R FET 3600 1M A 0 A SR B T 380 71 A (Lazear & Spletzer,
2012),

(EARE A . 2T B IR AY 51 TR /KF T AR Al RE R 7 sh I i g iR . iR iR
1B 55 8l 3 398 2 A B IR 4 BT BE R TR R Ok B AR AT REAH 24 T B O SR AT AT Bl
T 5 T IATR R i< A7 % e 380 B g 0000 T A 0 . kT 3XOF %5 BR B 57 SR 4F (Lazear & Spletzer, 2012)
iz 95 [ BRA 25 ik 5 55 3 7 i 7 )8 2 (Job Openings and Labor Turnover Survey) 2000 4 12 A &
2011 4F 6 H BB o8 R B, 78 KR T 4R DIOR Y = AFF 8L, 51 TR T Bl R A LA 20 GDP Y
0. 4% o JEAE R 3 1B 4 [E] 3 Ml B Ao 1) e T B 1 (HL BT T SR A AR B X 2007 — 2009 4 [A] 47 B
T DL S ALY 52 I B R

TE T B — TF 58 7, $7 55 K 55 (Lazear et al,2016) A5 A B0, KRB WIE], 5580 A =R L F+ T .
BRI 52007 —2009 4R ] S 7 R RE T 7. 16 %0 ABAER L UE AR 09 AR ) S 80> 1 10.01%,
P B W R 2o 7 S A R R, R A R i T, A AR I FE S AR I R] AR R R 1Y KR
o TR ZATAIZ G A TR . N 2007 4RSS DU R EE (IR IR B 2009 AR SR A GRS,
O AR TR 25 S A PRI K T 3. 16 % .1 2006 4E—Z= ¥ F] 2007 4F =7 i CREiB 2 /i) 19 95 3 4E
PR MR T 2. 2100 XA YRR ERE . —Fh AT BB, B ) 95 Bl ) T 3 T ok FE 4 L R 5t TP
WRBHE R 700 —F Al e 7ER TR EAZ WA T BNTERN A TATREL T (Gl
Yyt REZE40 0 T TAE AT EAEREE T T %5 0 TAE) . Hov, 58 Z Fh 300 g Fr o F5 2 3
f%” (making do with less) %R, BNFHE /DR 5B T2 EEE =, A TR b RiUl, f55 /R %
(Lazear et al,2016)fdi Jfl— & KUK 5522 5 2006 — 2010 4F ] A4 )2 1 #4935 30 A= 7 R 508 , 45 i 263
43 B JE BRI S8 45 3R s s 2 U S AR B R Al N 477 B4 T 5. 4 %0 A P R KORER IR B B
SOMSSII TAE, H 5SS ) AR R A B R > 2Rl 3R A 1G0T ¢ G ORME S TR K TTAERY
A S A2 77 T3 B A B3 T 28 % A 1R R0 Y Rl R i b T i A UK
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(M) ANOFHR SRS A RS

AR ST, BN 75 2 T B 3E Ty B AR RR Sk i b BT A A Al ZEKE B (entrepre-
neurship) , BE& FIIG K, — L84 B TR A R 2 AT A8 23 TH B e 2 2 — A4k 2 2 I A 72 B2 Ay
W Al ZERE ol R 2e s Ak . AL B @ SO M IR TP A BN R — 2R IR, W4
BNARAEE TR HAT R n T 1 A0 8 BORS A, 12 R R 00 B SR B R AR R i T s ks — 2
RIS Z R R KRR TR S R H O Mg, WK X R R &R 094 F O 1l 2 AR S iy, HL
FSEW A &, BT, 51557 R A H A VEE 12 BRI W5 545 (Global Entrepreneurship Moni-
tor) » Zr T N AR W 25 4 5 4 Ml SRS B Y O JR A B, — BN 1 AR 08 1) o o7 50 g R IR — S A fE 22 L T 4
W FF IR FRE AR 2.5 A E 4 A0 I H B 1R A Ak 2 T B A AR I B A R B L AR (Liang, Wang &
Lazear,2018),

S PR I 0 BT UG RY ARl AN B AR R NS (B R RS LB s )
2 AR A o I S B AL I AL AT AT BE 2 BELAS AR A2 R IBURH I 42 RE A T AR R NG, A A
TAD ., XFMEEHAXLZRAREREGHEFT AL IR, A ANOEFTRELE 20 1
20 60 AEUME C BRI 0 AR T AROKOPZ N, BB A0 R B TR K AL T LA A X R
Wi 1 H A AL 2 BB 1 S T o RO 1991 4F 5 b W R BICK LK L B AR 28 B A 0 Ak T 45 i R
ZRMEKORE, A HEEFEEAE T = A A KNS AR E . HAHEZET 40
F AR R B — FORAE I X 40 AFRABISZ AL i H, B 18~64 % 57 S AR IR N 1% Al A
N 19% R R 3 AN 43 4 R IR 2 M b 1M 1) B IR 9 [ X (Liang, Wang & Lazear,
2018),

NN

FE5r T H Wi 2 A &, ST AU R 3 T &l b A9 R A (a3 10— AR B A R
FAE) s DLBOLE AR X AN AR ME 7™ A TR Q1 22 0k A B A SR G B BE h et # . B
S PLFF RO R X R — A XERE W] St AT K MIT R T — A HAR R ST 3 RN
CNERTFZR” HTEHE RV 0F 5 M S 4 T 5 55 G 1T 2 0 5Tk, 38 X AR PR A1 38
P£ (Lazear, 1983) & F # 3K (Lazear, 2004b) Fl 4t 25 f 4F (Lazear et al,2012) &5 5081 i A7 BF 5% .
X TR FF IR XA BT F WA AR SO AT RE TS H A A 38 & AL, HUOR 2 4 7 HAR R T A
R BZ L PFFRAER B T AT LA W& T 4 b 3288 A 0 8 09 22 R SO, T F L WL 4
W, 00 22 b 3z P B 485 AR R ST SR WK BIF ST R G Ak RV AR L B R AR TR T 4R U A I G T LRI A
1.

AN LT FM G LR R HAE R ) 7 A3 L e iEE S &, E R AT
TR 28 T 27 I B 1B 24 A, NS R T AR R IR AR TR B A DB R e iy [, X T N & 552 1Y
K2 R R, B1 57K (Lazear,1999a,2000a) 5 82 K- 22, Lb Q0 AH X 8 468 X6 45 50 Aol P9 358 3 or
1 B 2528 AL AR N BA B B800E (cohort effects) AMEEAIL T 8 A HLAR O T 2 | 28 WL FR B3 6 53 T4 ] 1 5%
Wi, A SCIA A NS5 28 55 2 0 5 B i QT A TR DA B3 AL . — , AR ol 2 B % i) AR A R N 28 W5
SR B LB Tl A TR 20 O A A PR BT A S T RIS e 5 T WA R WA L T
32 5y AL Al B BE T 375 Ak 458 48k BT A, S AR Tl 3 F2 AR 2 ) i oG S AR 8 98, Al 5 B TAT
e A TR AR AL, TEMCTEE ST W] AL SRR A OC R BT SV T AR T E £ 0 TR
HAA KN R 5L TR 3 PR BE A5 AR IO N 2R B o ik A A R A I, R T AR G R
KR ERE HEF MICAC A R AL AT B . A AR 0] 82 Y 61 55 8 Sy i B AN AT 240
MERERR, XAM TR EZENTEAR IO AE ., X0, B 1 R8N TR BE S B4
AR FBBEAR D7 3h ) i 48 S A $ i DERC R A N5 0% 27 BRI R 28 30 1 SR AR A 1 fige e
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Edward P. Lazear’s Contributions to Labor Economics

ZHOU Lingling

(Development Research Center of the State Council, Beijing, China)

Abstract: Edward P. Lazear applied economic models to human resource management in enterprises. and pio-
neered the field of personnel economics. From the perspectives of personnel management and employee motivation, he
opened the “black box” of enterprises and brought revolutionary changes to classical enterprise theory. lLazear’s main
achievements in personnel economics are as follows: He systematically explored the core issues faced by enterprises in
daily life, such as incentive, salary, employment structure, staff-enterprise matching as well as boss effects and lead-
ership, put forward insightful viewpoints and methodology, and validated his theories through rigorous empirical anal-
ysis. In addition, Lazear is famous for the theory of educational production and seminal understanding of “economic
imperialism”. He is also known for attainments in the fields of language and cultural economics. From the internal logic,
Lazear’s research path is moving from enterprise personnel management and incentive issues to human capital and educational
production, and then to language and culture, assimilation of immigrants, income distribution, and so on.
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