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EEEANNBARXRAARER

FILR EAX ¥ W

WE:ZEANTABTEZRLINA  RRERBERAFKE FRREAADTAZTAKF, 12
ALILFE R AN AR TR B F AR AR AARIE AT R A Aol s 0 P B R,
FRGBEANTABRTREFALABFRT S EZXRE, ALRZAARET AN TAEZTHARLF
ETRAENMAER . OERXFTRARTELAN >R EH S L F P FEANEET TAA T AL R
KB B A RMEAMRIL RRAFZ L0 RMELTRERAL Y aF, KLWRER Y
TRUAAN T ARER LGB FIHLARNMEREAD T AZTRBET T2 2B E K
BB

K@i 245 AATA HF FTE FHTE

ANNER RGP REREEZAN . A REAB TR C R B AL OC R B
K o A BN T BEA BB B KT it i Ak 2 DR IR IR B . 2 i R [ 0 e o R Y
LA R BLGIHAT AR M IR FIAE 2 BORB I AT 2l N ) B A B 5T B S AN 0 52 JEE T i (1) B
PR o [ SN AN A E R B S (R

TEN T BEA B BRI T AT TR AR 55 WA i o 5 4R B DL 3 B2 K F (Becker, 1964) . {H 2 152
HN AR B A AN B A P B DS X B B RE ) K WA AN B e A
S SR DR — B AORT T 0F k 28 HLAT AN S 4 2R B 52 4 fF R AIR S B 2 R Wy . sk 2 2 0K
R A5 & (belief) o I = 4FK O TR S MBI IEA T KL A9 A J& . {5 H Al A7 SCRR X I 28 35 24 F 50
R R GERR B . AR SO 8N g BEAS W 5 4B O T A& A 8 2 i L AR B TR DR SR P A (B
P AR & i 22 T8 R 5 A e e B R 2R LA T A A i 22 B0 A B T B il M R 4 T T AR G A B
X — TSR A BRI R GRS e A SO B B DR T i AR S T ik
BN AE R T2 B A LU O A A FE 9N T BEAS B ST RS B SR S %

—ERHNEX . SEEEHE

(m)EEMaXEsE

15 &R X AN 2 4 A 0 AT R A T 0 B SR A 1 A B T S 3 I RE R (sub-
jective probability) #% = W HH B (subjective expectation) il . AE THALC/LE S S5HSRES
KNI PEAR & AR SO IR AR & T 5 S 09 45 R BURZS ZEA T G DT T ) B Sy v A O 2%

TEW S BE B0 N JI ARG b AR 8 N 2 AR A 000 0 S PR A 06 T AR R 45 R 1Y 7 &
KTHIDREE S, B0 H B = R B L i 5¢ T & Ll i Kk it A (Arcidiacono et al, 2020) .

* FEAR,FIZRKRFEFFR TR FWRT FE,RELHA 310058, & F 8R4 : luo. wd@zju. edu. en; £ A £, 3
IRKFZFFIR OB .310058, 8 F 4 ymyuan@zju. edu. cn; F W IT T AR FEFF R . H I IARFR
RA TP MBS :310018, & F 4 45 : xubin211 @ mail. zjgsu. edu. cn, A 2R B .y A ARAFE LT B
CRATH R AR DL R AR A AT AALEAR F B B A SO0 (LY18G030012) s #F A A LA A A F A R AR A
AR A E PR KA 64T A B ABT R (18YTATI0092) s e SR A AM L 4% £ A K £ 1hiF e s £ 7%
AR AR R 55 R 7 X7 (2020QNA260) . Bl FARE RS AR TN, XL A A .
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T AE T AR b0 9 2252 B (Zafar, 2013) (L R AR BE 25 (Wiswall & Zafar,2021) % J7 1 (9 3 X0 3
B0 A5G AL BEAE A0 45 1 Lo W IR IR) 5 4 R T BB A R 1 A SR IR (Attanasio et al, 2020) % J7 T Y &
WEAE . EHFAFEE A X A C 68 /1 (Stinebrickner & Stinebrickner.2012) HIA#H %} HE 4% (Cabrera &
Cid,2017) ) 32 W00 » A B X F 4 B9 B2 2 A B R L & 58 Bl (Dizon-Ross, 2019 ; Kinsler &
Pavan, 202 D& B8 Ak . (A48 H A0 2 XRP A F o300 28 4 1 MOIRZS Fa] B8 Pk 7 4 2 B 647, B
U, Patnaik et al(2022) ik K AL BB ATER L 5 ¥ 2 A £ DI A . Kunz & Staub(2020) % I HE R K
b E AR B O o8 e SR 1Y AT REPE 1 &

(D)E2mEE

L2254t . RUWSCIRGE B BOE MR 0915 ST & BV U] P 5 25 A AHD 18 5 SR I oE A A
TN A 7 R ORI BT (W a5 DR 9 3 T S 05 19 28 396 0908 1) 8 T (B Of 16 = 1 3 25 48 9% i
MME & . BN, Berger (1988) 5 ¢ K 2 Az 1 4 i 16 #8540 faf 52 B ile AAME & B 52 m B, DU AR RE A rh
S (realized earnings) 04 T 5% bR £ (19 240, TA Ry 2% A 75 TG % Ml 8 436 of AR 4 ik 46 2
BRI R R B T, sk R TN A4 T R A R AR A g B s T AR G £ & . Willis & Rosen
(197D H 5 | KA R 5 — A BB R 56 Bt 7 2% A e A7 B T 0 IR 2 . XA S &
£ 75 15 L AR TR T B A SISO SR I I BRSO . ER A AR LE T I R B AT BT R B
PET . )5 ok 1 — R FIBE5E (Kodde, 19865 Altonji, 1993) 5 .t EH A —E H K& LT AN BEAA
7 RRBSCRY R TG ORISR Ok L AATE S B B AR TE USRI R A IR A — e e I FH S
SEBREZIE T B AR R AR, B B BF9E (Dominitz & Manski, 1996 ; Manski, 2004) I, R
LA UL 3 () P SR AT S e HE R SR B A . RO BT R T RE X N E IR S RAr i 2 M Al G
T To 2 IOULER 3 1) BN 5 95 He SR AT v [6) B 42 R Crecover) B 58 VR G . L 2 A o AR 1) £ 0
BT SR . FEX BT SR T SR 40 00 R o HE DT R 0 T 1 8 Sy L R S O A
ERAE 0 5 vk U,

2. BRRR &, FERXF AT ZUIE LR RS PICIROCT B O SORF IR 19 A ok 25 R 5l SRS 1)
IR BLAR 53 S A U Rh AT RN P R . TS R 5T A BRI A R B 32 0 HR  SE PR O
P15 20 0 G BRI At B 2, )5 3 R SA Il ) B RIC . R R XA B R ERIDRENE &
ISR F A S0 175 5 0 5 IR 9T R 0 5 L SEOIR S Ao G RTRE B Rh . 914n, Fischer & Sliwka
(2018) A 4 0% Bl i Jr sk AR 22 AR X H OO HEA Ak E s 0 SR A T H B D00 mT DLk AR — a2 0 1Y) %
Jily o G0 SRS HERR D T AR AR . (A PSRRI A R R A5 R A5 A i, R 2SR L JE R i A FRC AR
PR Ay FF 7 2 ¥ LA 7 1 0 B T B8 8 38 S A ST R A SR ML . A Wiswall & Zafar (2021) F JG#
Jal B 7 2k R 2 A 7 ) 46 HIE 4 06 TR R WA B M5 A& IR 7R 27 A= 58 1l ) 46 J5 3 it — £ [ 52 i A2 3
AR . TGO A BRI R nT RE AT AE — 2L n) L Fb G BE ] 5 H B 2 B BRI LS. A id, Zafar
QONTOTEM IR FIRB LR ARG AEXENSL . Grewenig et al(2022)F5 H , oI 2 HALE)
AR S AR R . X S A R SR WIS & 0 JC R A AL 7 X B A wT Sk,

AR F k. ZUIE AR E X R BN B O BAF & S X B SR B BE I ST 0 ) g
Al s w . WY AR S e e 2 R B IR ORIETE X 2 1 5 rh B 40 8 Bl B L8 R R T
Pl 5 — e P 2 AT (A5 B0 £ % B 2 A 4% {5 B . I 0, Boneva & Rauh(2018) # 5 i {8 1% & 3
o AN FBEAETE [F]— A4k X B M R A 280E B A A K Rl A R EAEE— A 22 5 W 4%
TR N TTFEAKT AR, 5ZU5 5 T A4 F R B £ 580 T AW 2% 7 Rk IRA . R
ZUTE AR AT REARTE [ O 100 5 AR PR A S AT AR (K 473 02 A 3 P A vk R R Y — A B R 2R
BT, B PR E RS T I MIRVE AR . EW A SN ST R E T R — R
FTCHE I B P RRAE AT E ST R e 2E S TSR ENFm., ERE s FRE —
Mo Wi Ta 0 B TR BN N Z A0 AR I AR AR [F] . 25 =, SR w8 [m) i 45 W 90 35 4R 15 T T 2 4%
ol O = X R A S A IRBRIR LS G 5 0 T AR B — O T AR 0 S g S g . AN, Wiswall
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& Zafar(2021) # i) C 3 58 T R Ll 9 2% A R EE 5 1 HAl % o L T0H 0 ACKE 25 2 fef o DACTiT 3K
P TR R 20 B HE JE T A B g S8 o N ad L SRR O Wk R A 2 U A i 1] B £ TR A FE
B,

= EERHR

TR R A5 St R D3R OF BABATT 015 & 52 257 & AR G R 8L WOIRZS I8 4 P 3R
NEZE ALY o X EERE N R AR B SR TP AR A 0 AR F AR S T IR — R AR AR A AT
ARBGE R, R R AR G R AN 25 . 5 — J7 TR AIESE LN ) AR 5 AR R Oy Bl L O B
AN T 5 3 B AR A5 8 5 R R 5 R 0% W S B RS A AHAT A7 76 I 25 - A RT3 SR 7T DAAE 3250
{5 & 0R 3l RO A5 A 3 B 1) B L A 4% 9 B 3 (Cunha, 2015) 0 55 — J5 [ A9 WF 5% LA AR & 30 B L Y
A CHAE TR AR ARG N T BEAS ST R E S S8 — A Cunitary) , — i P B b B G A2 BE Ry E —
P . LTI SR A B T AR R R EA A TR S R
JEE RN [ 4 G D3R, Ml i) A O RY 3X 28 H O R B AT R (A AR e 52 e B 20 45 ) (Lavecchia et al,
2016) s H =, P 2 FH 5 Uk 2 548 . WA T2 0S8 m iR B R (R 4w F1 B PR R,
T2 5P BB W R, ok 56 A A 3 W 15 0 B AR 22 N ) AR B T SR AN B F ACRE B
B TR A S Tt F e . CANESRIEE SRR T LR Rh X rEZEMO, FEKR
FJUAE 2 A v rh 2 e PR v, ACBE R 2o 1) Ot - #0453 17 st (Giustinelli, 2016) 8575 &4 th
A Es v 55 AR % 55 3l g i g i S BRI R b R A SR B 2R X 97 Bl g i 0 R 0 S 1 2 AR
R R AR 2E R P 3R (Attanasio & Kaufmann,2014), 8FRX 5 74 3LE S 5 A R AL E K
F18) 2 S 3 AR S 4 AR A T SIS R Y R B T AR A 0 R Y SR P A R T R IA

(—)ZEMESR

T g A A AT B M) N ) AR B T SR I S R R A T D R SR R I P B e DR
PEAL DU R 2 R Ll e 555 . X SRR R B S AE C T ARR BT M A SAE SR Ml 95 & O T
H B fig 7 R0 2 B0 0915 A& 38 52w 2 s B

Lt h &R, #AERXRTARRIRANG SR EFEWZ WM ZEHE KM EERE, 32
HAE KT YA SX EFPe R = A0, Jensen(2010) 7 22 2K Je Jin R DK 20 E 19 = 101 4
T AL L 25 AR G2 A H U B R 0 2 A LR AR S AR R DU AR JS 2 58 L T 0. 2~0. 35 4F
ZLE . Boneva et al(2022) A B8 [ 2 A 5C TWF 58 AR 20 ml i A9 5 78 m LA 38000 Al 417 40k 25 4 =2 F
RAEHTF RN ., Attanasio & Kaufmann(2017) 8 H . 42 56 F A 2 057 30 J1 1 37 101 4 i 31 22 7
IR R ofe TR T T A WA %) 300 B2 [ e 5 i) 8 AL A1) A DR S A S DR . A e e B D SR T T TR MR 2
XFE N BB R, Arcidiacono et al(2012) 38 &1 [ K2z A% A O Pr it Lok B AR B &
B n g B8 7 Al % Ml e A 3 B A A B R B TR R AR X RN R AT Rl BE BRI R N R, Wiswall
&. Zafar(2021) Fil Arcidiacono et al(2020) [RIBESS . 2% A SRR F1 % A S i A A8 T 400 5 b 35 58 00
SRy ) 2 17T 35 R T oMk AT EROD . 3 S B 5 R 2R A R A S 3 Ml R e T B R R AN i o i o A
IR ATE B2 52 FE 55 R RS2 s R R, Beffy et al(2012) A& B, 762 > (W I [H]
JE 5 AR E G DL T K2 A2 1 Bl BE BT T I SR A B 5 Pk BB ARFE g ot BAR W 3. (B3
07 14 i ) U BEAIR s Wiswall & Zafar (2015a) Al 145 5 878 o— R 72 A 1 % ol o % A 0 2
WA s R 0. 04~0. 07, Bl REARN B . Patnaik et al(2022) 7644 A 5] 2 A= 19 5 5 1 19 XU 1 2
550 ) A % B 4 B BB A B i 10 D6 B, 8 428 5L Ll i) AH X RT R I 9 A8 b /N F 126, Delavande
&. Zafar(2019) 45 R W BRI A E Ge 1T 1t 38 5 i R 22 2 R 6 (0 L0 05 4 SUM Y /DN, 222k
KT R Ll AR U ARSI 100 B B £R0% Tk (9 n] BEME AR N 0. 117 %, X BB RIF 59X 34 k B U 5k
X T WA B SRR 0. 1 T3 B AL,

2.5 T R R, HEZECE AT LA ok T8 AF T M AR L 3[R I ok T AR B T AR (Oreopou-
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los & Salvanes,2011), “FA4: 5 F 4 9% 09 Ak 52 0 25 19 15 & % 08 9% ol S A7 25 R T 220400 10 80 0
Delavande & Zafar(2019) %5 i, 5 6% U35 A9 15 & 78 B 307 30 4 AR f B AG pe s b 5 4 B2 A 0, X
SO A5 B F AR TE AR R B R A R AL AR A R S A O AR R R A — B0 5 T S
B X ARG TCAS 15 A Y B R R AR S X L AR A A IR A 30 B I 9R 1 22. 6 D05k
26. 3% LA 2 26 (A BEHE R S M R — B il RBP4 . Belfield et al(2020) & ., 9% [ rh 24 4 5C F R
KA P B REE AR 2 i — D W R m b Py i 2 0, Zafar (2013) F 2L L 1Y
KRB R ARG A L e PR DRI 2 B 2 IR AR V2 W TE AR R AL 3R AS A B L iF S5 AR 52
T 7 10 ) 32 O R e e T B Rl i R — 2 e 4y 2 =, Wiswall & Zafar(2021) B 5% 3% &
LR 2E AR B AR AT & B, 56 F WOl N BE CUn A= 1% 50O 1 191 31 25 0] DI g N ) 8 AR 4% o e
Ko BZ ORI T ARG AR J7 T AR & 0 B e, X SE TR R B AT UL A B
A B TR SRR = 08 399 2R 2% e R A 1 e SR DU AR N T B AR R e SR rh sl B G

3.FIRE. FAEXT A SR MR EEIREME S B B 2 S s 65 TH#5%A
TR AR PG e . Stinebrickner & Stinebrickner(2012) & M, 424 4138 T H B B 92220V Bk 8l %
BLER2R BL S B T RE P 3 B0 L I SRS L X S, KA — ARG AR B R R SRR AIR 400,
Kunz & Staub(2020) 48§ H g4 56 F [ Q3R K22 005 & m BT 7 2 )5 BB 45 . Franco
(019K AR XS F BUAF B S5t 45 8 A2 05 BE T BRI 58 AR Ui/ D T HR0% L Lo R R AR S A 1 %5 ) AR AT
BZIMKFENFHR

A, B E . BT ERKRANR Z A0 i w7 2R B B ] 450 TN 5% 07 7 B 45— S /N H R AT
AP R Z FE 85 . Delavande et al(2022) FEAN# 5L T K2 AR g 7 I 18] 43 Bic BF A6 2 b =01
IR AL AR Bl 5 22 15 3h b (8 i TR AR 22l b Il 4. BT 5 27 2R A — /NI Y )
SRR A LS 0 AT BR300 L XA RN SR A 2 — /NI S 1Y 2 A R AR AR AR S B /)
IF A SZ MR Y 7 A% o ok 4 WL BE AT DA 27 AR YA AAT A . Ersoy(2018) & B¢ R A W 245 22 ) - &
RS R 2 RS S A AR AR &R . Carrell & Rury(2021) % BLAK A5 2 fi UL 28 B 2%
WA N 8% ) 5 R (5 G A AR S BRI 1200 .

(Z)REFWESR

L= j A N = A4, SORESC T BT I i O A5 &2 i BB AT Y B sk . A A IR AR
7 P R Y PSR L AR SC TR IR B A R e B X T AR AR BT AL . M RER AT BAT R
S N 23 3R AT T R 0 57 3h F1 T 3 LR, A )L B R 2 Y AT RE M B R (Attanasio & Kaufmann,
2014)  BR T b2 97 3h i g 4 45 & 2 A AW J5 T 60 4 A5 &l 2 s i B A RETE 7 & b
IS . B0, Andrew & Adams-Prass1(2021) 45 Y, 4 BB B A BRI 2o L2 B 1 DL AR 1S
SR (4 B R T 37 [l i, SR L LIS IR Ak 22 % B 2o )L B

SRR T N GEA A ORI AR & 5 A T PR i 35 0G0k . W90 A e 17 SR R 0 £ 1 O T I
) e A el 2 74 7 L HRE AR &, R B R R A& 5 HRWE Z ) A7 7E IE [7] C I (Cunha et al, 2022),
S FAE = BN AR GRSt 347 G B4 B 18] BE % 9% T A A% 15 A& (Boneva & Rauh, 2018) , 56 F i}
[ 0 o0 45 AR 2 A B o ) T 4 ) £ 2 DA B3k B8 A ] 80 A =2 T 19 25 AR 1k 19 £ 7& (Attanasio et
al,2020) 45, 3X 6 F2 WU B2 1] LAFI0 AC B ) SEPREE AT . KRR F LM R EB T 5¥ R BEH W
Z: 5 EEHO T AR S E A 2 5 8 L F DB (Avvisati et al,2014) . SCRE Qo] & 15 2
I 07 25 HE BT 5 W R A B T ACRE B # A PR (Kiessling, 2021)

2. F Rk F T RE . B F L IR E & B QR8T . B TAURRE BB A R A
AC B A 5 9 TR SR I AR A T AT MR R - e YA X RE T L 2E Mk SR BRI AT S R B R T 35 LK)
Wi 9 3 e B I o UL H U AT A A BE A . Kinsler & Pavan(2021) % 3, A2 £ 5 F 1 &
Xof T [ s N 6 v A J7 T A 28 23 52 i B A BE LR E B VR b L e AR DR AM B S 4 D T A, Dizon-
Ross(2019) 4 H, A H HA 7 2022l R B HERA 5 S0, S BN R IR T5 % 7 10 A 2 38 i i &
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BEMNZTFIANFR EEENGE S A C &K E TR, Bergman(2021) 48 Y ACREE T T
KT F L (%5 SR B AR 58 U B0 AR & 05, 25 W BUB R+ L i B AR T . (A48 1Y 2 L 7R
W R T2 ) 20l 38 P R B 7 IE L AC BT BE SR BUAR AL SR Mg (reinforcement strategy) , U1, 1] HE 5% BUKp 34
Mg (compensation strategy) » ¥ B {5 & BE i BEAR F o v] BEBY 1 A BE 4 BE . Gan(2021) fF 22 3L 1Y
IEHE B R AR T F L I A& S KRR ZHMIELE LR, YA XET TR INEE
AR NN 1% T 9 B AR i A BRI U KT I AR B B s B 15 A 0 55 A0 g 1, & B b
BRSNS . HJE YA T L RE I AR & R 08 5 I B BB A S I A RE Y Ay BN AU AT A 4 B
ANTEAZ BE S R L N TBE (S R A R

S EERENRIAERSZM

—J7 T AR R SR 3 A A IR A AT LA 0 e A ) B AR AT 1L O — O T, 2 AR R IR o
R OGS 22 . Hoh — S SO AR T O 22 19 7 A SR L 25 2R i, 3 2l 22 0k A AR R AT
ARG RN TR, FamESEANNESSTER AW — SRR T A WSS
BN

() ERRENRY

N 1 GEAEE FT P v B A 4 A o — M PT  E SE  R al OHR A TR AT X B, AT S DT O A
By . A0 B BSOS O T A SR S8 A B 5T AT DA WA R ROk 25 R M S e 25 R L il
SRR ORI SN N E S ARTIE FE S OL T o = ENIUE ARl E & N DR B Y A 2 BU DO N A a1
FLF A L R A B AR T AR R Bl R A S 25 AR . X A D SR AR AR R
SRS AT 3 1T LT 2 2 0 [ RS BB T ORISR & 0 I 22 F2 B . il an, 3 3 % b2
A AR 52 BB B« B ERIC s L B S R A Bl HE 4 A5 O SOk M KR S Im S R . REMPR B
N PR O TS S Il R AT A A I 3 e 22

oAb @k ey 4k £ . 78 X THR TS I IR AE & . Jensen(2010) 45 i NAE G 2= £ IA
A L AR ARG H S E A v A B 0 R RSE PR AR & . Hastings et al(2016) & B, K7
T H R 224 R G E A TR TR Ol A I ARSI . Conlon(2021) 48 HY s AR B 56 F 4 Ll 19 F- 3
TS AR 8 R R SR DA I AWM S MRS . 78X T F Lo UK R ) B ) B b 4% %
4l 915 & |, Boneva & Rauh(2018) %& 3, A #:IA 0 B (= RN AR 0 B9 e ) (L 2+ 490
() [ 42 261G L IA R 1A 5 i B 8 e B AR T A AN . (RSB X A S RS [ R O
SEAMAI . Attanasio et al(2019) & B, B35 5¢ T H RBTE Wi AR W15 & 4T & B A — 18 4 7 17 A= 77 R
B, 52 A T BB RRTE B R — B, X 3R W R 2 BB 2R BB A LU A 1 A I B 4% A
BN B AR TR 5 A Z B B AR &R o (HZ BRI, T 4 %8 09 [l it st =2 A4S T e 850
IIEY

2.3 I EREGME R E, LT H BB M5 & L, Stinebrickner &. Stinebrickner(2014) %
L W R B 2 A X T AR AR B 2 2 6 1 T R M A A3 AR, AR AR R AR BE AT LUIA 25 o o | &
FRBENAERROWE . TEXTF L E S L ACBEE Al 7% 7 B9 4E Mk 58 U1 0 (Bergman,
202D) AL T # T M BLER (Rogers & Feller,2018) , 3¢ T 4% F B 53¢ B ME =R 19 15 & A7 78 1% 22 (Ka-
por et al,2020) , = F 1% T B £ I (E & A HEH (Dizon-Ross, 2019) ,

3.aF kR I AE R £, R TFUHEA (5 & L, Cabrera & Cid(2017) 5 HLAY UE 46 %
RMEUHOMRFESHOM T ASHEA . X T F L4015 & L. Kinsler & Pavan(2021) 4§
YA (RO R A 22 1 b2 i AR I TN o A O B9 21 7 R i B IR 4% B8 1 o A
AT EARGED B AL E . Wang et al(2022) R HI B A 4 EAC R /Y o [E #05F 38 B2 & (China Edu-
cation Panel Survey, CEPS) $#i % 88 B 56 F #4124\ £ I A5 &0 & B, 29 60 26 (4] v A AL B4
AR & Y B S 2 () B ACRE TR i i) T 5 (IO Al .
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(D)ERRENER

TR A 22 1S PR ) 1513 38 43 BT AS TRl 9 5 v B A 9 6 TR A0 BE 5 22 AR IR A0
fr A Do DRGSR SO 5545 AT B B3 19— PR 5 e SR X A IF S 2R AT X A R 98 . A 8 e 25 1T
RE RS K 15 B R FIAE BN T3 A v 4 i 2%

LA &% . A5 BT 151k 25 BR G Je S 35 i 45 B A8 - DTS4 72 19 T U A0 B8 ol 2 mh A7 7 s 25

BF— o 0 R B A AR AR AT I U b 2 A S AT RO R R BRI A B . SRR b B R T
SO M A b LR 3 R A B — B A5 1R . 7R ORI S SR (AR BAE BT L eR E H B
FH R A5 B EE MR AT g e A5 B DU P 3. X (E B AR B R A e 2 ATEE T
2 5 Ry ERRHAE SCHR I MR o B 40 AC BN A C 27 T AR S A I HE 44 ok 0 I 2% AE TR i b i HE 44
(Kinsler & Pavan,2021) ;2% 4 F HI 24 Il 2 10 T8 A 15 S8 Ukt 5 e i 4 (19 1 22 (Figueiredo,
2020),

55 L RRE TOVE AR OC TR R E AR L TR & A i o 2 25 N8 A8 At N i R 3 DT 56
T A BHEL b T B TR 7E W 22 B9 (Goulas & Megalokonomou,2021) . 42 B} Fl %% F 2 [a) 72 76 A8 Br o
%, ZH R A TR FFE A — 3L (Bursztyn & Coffman), WIWEFTL LSS HFE I, FLitE K
M6 R i 4R HE 5 SRR B A AR X FF L B VRS (S S —RAMmZ M. #lan, iFR kB2
FEARAL T F 2 M B SR Al T F L %% 1R (Rogers & Feller, 2018;Bergman, 2021) . £
B AR TT AL T VA 55 208 B B 27 2B 10 25 1l i 1 A 44 K 55 22 I A5 L X Rl A SR 7E — JE
e K (5 S EEE (Wang et al,2022),

2.1 & A2, WS R PR A REAR U5 5 B B R 15 & (Zafar, 2011b) B A —E £5 5 Wit
BOBE IF HAOE A VR 2 UE 4R R WD SR 0k IE BN TR B .

B A S W E R . Wiswall & Zafar(2015b) & 3k 2 42 56 T BRI 2>
A7 R A DR AR AR LS BRI TR BB B T 56T A SO I B B R 2 8 Ak R R Dt
Hrsp L OF HaX A sy s BN 2 A BB A AEAE 1000 3600 0 22 L 3R A5 A SH 5 BE A
B IE T 184 3650, Ul B A5 A& 1 B b 72 W RB T A 58 A MK T 0F 58 4 S 1L 1 S A e A o0 A 1
B, Bobba & Frisancho(2022) & B , 2 4 A8 T 06T H B 2l ik J1 1045 R S8 58 (prion) 7 & A
A BVERT S 0905 A SR OB T 2 5015 A& AN i SOHE B SE > T S e I AR X TS 1R
(posterior) (W HE M G R ERF S W T M T .

MR H A A RIS . Dizon-Ross(2019) 48 Hi . {3 5 B 488 25 BHL A5 A 44 1) IS 26 K 52
#AT LIRS AH SR b A AR K E A RE A R AR R X S B ek AR 95 N ELHE KRR A
P, AR 7R ME BB =2 SR B L RER B T — 6 5 F A5 2 I SR e 5 3 TG 1 T i DA H 3] 5
JRy AT BT AR BT B B v R AT S s o B s AT SO B A T A A A B e e (D) B BE
RGEDAE T A C %A TR A B HES (Kinsler & Pavan,2021) , 3% & K b e 56 3% J6 2 1F i AR
W I A A5 SR R AR B NTTTTE I T B R A5 &

B =L R E R R S N AR R . XFR R L AETEW KA Bl R IR R Q)
Ml R, ZWBFTIE I, ¥ & A S R HE R AR B 2 — R N TEBUR . AN 5 2 S8 ET A 4P 44 K
(Tran &. Zeckhauser,2012;Dobrescu et al,2021), TE3% Pl i o P56 25 AR 4 0 B I 47 38k 32 3h b
PERE A RIS . Brade et al(2022) 45 Y A HUAE AR B 005 00 ™ RS BRI & HA Y
ATHHES & TEER AT A S EH LT ACRANGES. SHARM REET LA S 1Q K
T 0L N 2k Bt A (S B . Eil & Rao(2011) A8, 1Q ] LI A B 82 09 15 & 8UH - AN 24 1
KT A H 1Q W aFIH S B, 25 DUEE 3 3 T DU 307 50530 9 O SR8 A 2 (B A ATT B8 R IR T I8 2R 17 AH
I3 A B8 . Drobner & Goerg(2021) Fi| FH 52 50 A A 45 45 S w0 (R 45 & B — Fh B B2 9 20 L ) 3256
1Q RE LN LFHEFB AN IQ X T HH (ego) RFEZ, BIE EA F W RMW LS I, 4T
XA A 2 A U E) A SRR RS S R AR S HRH TR T IQ A
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WA SCE S A2 IR HA A EOR BRI B

(Z)VERRENZIN

HI TR & R B PSR 3X B i 1915 A& BV AT S F 0B B 0 AT RE 2 5 BOR AL RO LR A
TIREARR ., HRTERLZAT A I E &S UGE RN TR AR 5 & I 22 47 76 FURSZ )

LR B ra ., 15 SN2 S BERIT 8 % W LK. A B9 A5 & 0 KR T2 8 0% Mo 7 58
IR AR b HOE R B A KT A Ty T8 A T 45 35 00 A B 8 T 5 ) IR Al N ) B A 4% 9 [l 4 =
R M B2 2 IRES . Boneva & Rauh(2019) & 3, M4 F 5B P AR — UK %4 5 — R K2
A & R HE R BT T A EE BT T AR 2 K. Dizon-Ross(2019) 45 Y, AL T2 B H 4 IR
B WY ZHF A R W SR TC T JL AR £ 1Y & 5, DR OG T 2% 2%k R I A5 S TR
#eHf . Hoxby & Turner(2015) PEANA 24 T B &5 5 o (FOCA I 114 2 A= £ W 26 5 T A7 25 5 15 10 15
AL HPEEE LR EI A R F RS HARITF % . Delavande et al(2022) K8, 5t &40
A ) AR A T AR R AR 00 Ay 2 > B[] %) 2l [mT R ARG L PR A B0 09 55 30 7 T 45 el e {1k
AP 25 2R 7R X A5 & b 0 e ok v DA A R 3 % I ) T 22 5

4k 25 28 T b AT B AR B9 R AR AR 45 B¢ [l e i AR B (5 & R BB AR XISy Kt o s
Ur 25 5 BRARAL S S P AU RS- 45 PHIRURIE 5% 1) 3R T 3K — s . Cunha(2017) 38 2 P46 15 &
022 5 R BOR R R EALE T oA O A B0 25 00 . BAULAE R WoR G SR EAS TR A O (945 8k B A
) 7K SF 5 25 B A T AR S B A 08 B A 78 %64 fin 5 84%0 . Boneva & Rauh(2018) & B,
FHEWA (R B ACRE I T 2 A i B 5 98 0 Il i £ 8 o v, BB B & S R Z ) 19 GE 1) G & X
R WA B AR B A0 AR B 25 e

2. B v, CERFE ST A R 015 A AT ARG HEAS 7R850 R 32F A i N ) BE AR B Ll 2R
AR A 2 AN .

S — TR BT A A O 22 BE % 38 A AR R M B IR AT O . — O AT R AR S U — L
SCHRES S e R IR AR IS N AR ST BUR A A5 S BT BGE S R BB AT S AL A R AR A
Horp— 22 A S 15 & (motivated beliel) . ZHLIRIH B 4B R & Al A O B 1 19 A i 45 & 7T UAE (8
AR R 4K 22 8% J1 9 3h 1 (Benabou & Tirole,2002) ., % 4h—28 BAE A KB E & mib A
BE 1 0076 D 3 AT LA S 143 1 B SR RS fin 4 M (Coutts, 2019) , 55— 7 1T, 24 5% BUSR Ak 56 g, B 56
R iR =l K & A W =R i U R R A I P S ) = T e o B K S = S SO
Wang et al(2022) 45 i, 76 B B0 AR A BE b  AHES T B HERA (5 & A0 B, — S8 A B R mifl 1
TRyl R E A TR E 2 S E SRR TR XM O B I X B A RE B £ A& BT T BE
T THEXEE T ATRARE,

S AR S AR D A S AR B LT AL AT R DD S P S AR AL i Bl . Wang
et al(2022) 48 th o i T il 7 2ol 6 BE A SC BRSO 1 BT 22 19 S8 JE 0 L (B A B I I o Il B
FD X IR B 2 T I 0l R 08D HE 7 I 1 RS- 45 . Dasgupta & Saha(2022)
TE— M RPRAC B BRI T 48 1 A BEAEAE A 5 A B 521 7T B 23 7E B8 1R b BRI A AN P55, 7Y
WIS ZHH E VA E MR RS SRR KA XA 52 B E & T RFR TG, mdk
REE A Z TR e 5 A A E AR I &R . SRR T Lo M BE B AR T+ &gk
Aok e T B 10 057 1 HBE 238 0 12 1 8 10 6 I WA KT o SCBRE AR i it 78 B A 1) 28 BB 06 T X Pl 19 A5
& R HZ S HE N FARE B HR M F 2 A G, AT I Ry o 3R A5 5 RE AL I AL
SN AR AR — HARAF XA AL W AR . 58 2R 2 b #F H NS S H g Ol iy A BRI 5 22
A, TEIXEEEE T 45— RN e R 9 A BRI B B AR /D T48 R ACBE, 7 — S 5414
T R U B R e ARSI AEAE A PR Z (8] B MR i 3l 98 b 7 A5

M ESHYRER FERTM

M R A B R R A B A B AR S B S R R R B T RO A He itk BE
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HANINE B AR RBUEE B R, B U AHE B ST M E B TR A& ol L2 (E &
BUE N TR AR BRI MBE LR . DIVl 48 7 HAbAF B A B2 A &m0y =L B ik
{5 B 25158 B (Bleemer &. Zafar,2018;Bettinger et al,2020), {5 & T #i B H B A WA AN & . 7] K
A2 S il 14 (8 445811 VR 32 WF 55 % 19 85 % o Bergman & Chan(2021) R HI A8k R QB R% T 3 T £
ZA5H H AR T 63 £I0. Berlinski et al (2021) 45 . A H T ML SCA %8 15 17 % K AR5 B, 8
A AR TSR R 5 AT E R KA AR Z R AT . Y8R 5 B Y AR AT B — LA A Y
JEAS A5 T 2 E G e RIS A HEAT GE At AR 2l SR £ R i BUM N TR ASE L
1 E ol RS N G Sl {5 N i< N | o 7 A 3 e N3 8 1 B % o S N B U e MG R SR R U
TN

(—)ERWMTFHAR

WL BYAE BT 107 202 7 ) 4 b 52 BE AL AL 9 £ B $2 4 (randomized information provision) ,
— ML AN T A PR A 2D S B A 1) 4 AR AR S I AR 8 28 b SR LA E B 45 BE HIL 4y IBC 1 Ak
PRAH A0 G2 5 80 =0 S0 IR 22 0] A LA ARG IR B0 A5 8 BUH AT O SR BUR A5 R A . N, Jensen
(2010) 7E /\AE 27 A vh S A 2 S 0« 20— 20 FE R ) 5 vh b 22 AR DR AR AT 6 T 208 A5 &
55 20 ALK AN TR 27 45 4 T 380 b B 20 R0 ) 4 22 e E B 0] A5 1 2R R 1 Ak B A ) 2 AR R I
A AR R 5 58 =20 AR BN A H G L R )8 Ty 3R 2 42 06 T #0F Ml i 15 & IR 7E
VOAF J5 AR HE BB SR . 5B T 5T 75 58— Mo T B ] L T BOW RS BN 2.

L JR0a 08 o 3 T T 3 8 A T BN R R AT TR SR T {H 52 1T A FE B AF R 22 5+ . Bobba
8. Frisancho(2022) 3 £ 78 JUAE 9% A= BIKE 17 I =5 rh 20 A B B B3 A A0l B9 A5 K. . Dinkelman
& Martinez(2014) % & 5| |- 2 P58 (1 17 BT e 5 RRAE Rl 451 )y 10 52 2k o 6 4% 1) /\ AR G 2 B 4R I S5G
TR B BUAHER T2 2 1 KA A R 1T T U 4F

2. FIRA . WEHEHE PRI T WO AL S A T ACRE . — SEBFSERT LG 1 W) 8 6 42 AR
M 45 5 . Dinkelman & Martinez A(2014) 768 FI6F L T 4 W 4515 8 H 4R A 45 22 A4 D) % ) i 42 1k 25
FAEFACREX PR T 30, RS FH IR A BEY RE BN .. Aid, Ajayi et al(2017) 75 ik 3%
P2 B R fR BN XS L T R 2R A B O 5 RN 45 2 A A BRI by XL e B s B n A B
AP BRI S SRR BE L O I8 A g SR L B 45 B AR

3. F4E & . W SRR E BN A W] 20 o SR G BRARAE B . W R AR WE R AR S A i
R — AL 9 SR ELAF B A0 Jensen (2010) $2 (it 25 4 4> 24 A 5945 5L 80 2 A ) 19 24 3 208 ] 41
Blo W R R I EOC T Lo A5 B I S FA N AR AR {5 S, 4 Dizon-Ross (2019) [a] 4 B 4
BEHAZ TR RSSO . WIIIBE R L 115 46 115 B2R B2 0 . Doss et al(2019) & 3, AHEL T4
PESE IR BE 1 — M AL T B A T 30 SR A0 e 7 A H AR R B A MR T B R T RE A8 1R AL RE R A
W £, Kraft & Rogers(2015) #F— & %F b T R A AL A5 B AR [R5 B B3 R KB AAT
SR VR 52 W] KR AT 2 A R OR D5 T ASOTS 0 T L 2 AR RO 2 A RE AR i S 1 T L 2 B R
FFKBATT N

(D)VERWM TR

5T UM S WY e A AL AR AR B T WO PSR AT R L N T AR B ORN 4 T e R A A
PR . SRR 2B SR BoR AR BT U E TS b A2 R R R B R L E
A ER ST R BTN B AR (R RO R A R RE A S Bt o AR ST JA 48 3k B8 I 5 Y
T TN B i B A AF BN AR R T B4 S = 2R AT R 43 0l R A R B AR i R A R
FRIBONE fE 2 3R BRAR B A 8O0 AR B OG- Lo AR LI KON

LA ALK AR &R, D50 SRR AR 54 15 B5 IR A5 &Rk
SRR AR T BE A UG E RO AR T BE R AE B 22 T 0.2 3
0. 35 E M E (Jensen,2010) . FRAF T2 F MG i H 08 A 8 19 22 AP B % X0 B 7 0.2 A4
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2 Lo e (8 T 49 00 2% 2R B T 0. 37 Ak 28 (Neguyen. 2008). A8 %
FUEREHIERY 2036 R 06 50 1 1 4 SR 90T 6T F1 50 80 13 25 DL £1 2 2 36 19 T
(Wiswall & Zafar,2015a). {6 B oA 09 5 107 . J0 - 0 0 V2 4 FE 20 0900 25 B0 15 8 0 7R AT A
. Oreopoulos & Dunn(2018) 75 & 162 0 5 o 2 HEs 1k 195 00 5 VE BY 3 8252k 45 3 AL
4 o A 5 1= 2% B 09 4001 98 0, 5 55 B sk 077 60 0 B PR A, Dinkelman &.
Martines(2010) i AGE25 2 A 4 5 0555 S0P VE B i B 52 00 3 B BB 0 T 36 1 B 25 51 A

B2t oe 4 AR BT AR A A B BUHACR . — 22T 30 A 7 4 B E 5, 53 sh— 2T HiU
ERIN A T 3T F W 0 U H G Rh O e VA R A ECE T U AR A TR A = ) EIRAR
Ko T2 AR IT I, Loyalka et al (2013) 17 [a] ¥ [ 3% PR AR 1 X A9 400 b AR S48 T i v 9 [l 41245
BLRBUE R T HRA BEUEH EEhrykiR. Kerr et al(2020) 45 & b A= 2 A [ 5 55 20 & Ui B
(4 55 8l g T i A5 BRI — /N4 22 A TR TR & T B T AR IR A m I H L H X L
AN E AR D AR BE 5 A RIS OIS T s &0 L AW R, Ajayi et al
(2020) 7 i 44 ) 27 £ $2 AN ] 27 A5 00 1% 50 I B 30 88 2 A e EL A OO oy R O 1L 118 2 S 57 LT 15 190 o3
AT AN RNRA BE R T, TR 5 T, List et al(2021) 45 HY WA BL 453X Fif
{7 B (447 2T T S T LA AR AR OC T8 B AT 0 0 2 o (H R 45 A 1 i A B4R B RIS 4% 1 45
R o XL UL A HAL A IR G T F B T IAON . Bettinger et al(2012) 45 i, HH2 A0 55 B¢ By i
L T TSEAT 2 A T fef v 37 T 1 1) Al 0 1 A 3 B B Y HE T RO R 27 0 2 5 845 . Cohodes et al
(2022) 3 328 Xof b 4R J5iT A1 190 46 33 A A B B T 3L AR B A R AR 5 B I8 3 O T S A i R
T H T2 A 0T 19 46 1) 0 3G, LA 0 2% B0 i A 0 O =08 7 AR i 2 52

BEAL 3 S8 KON AE AN R B AR i HL AT S Bk . — D, 59 M i A 2 8 O Ml 6 B v Y RE AR A2
R, RBHENRMESIERMIRAEER, BERER R T A CEZM R AT E R
(Berkes et al,2022) s JR1F 0 F MR UME B 5 808 M A BE 14 AL 1 Z BEAE R N 17 0. 33 48, {34
55 3 BE P F AR T BN (Jensen, 2010) 5 3 48 S8 2 19 2% A5 1 %5 ) 2 8 0 2% 38 20 50 A o
% (Avitabile & de Hoyos,2018), % — i, WAL A LS B REZ K L2, o HIE1E LT 5
BCASAR B T5 T A A BN | SR A 5 0 55 WE B Oy T B4R BRI S IR S /b 3 S RS (1 A
)R 2 A2 R B N (Castleman & Page,2015) ;42 i RFH HF 25 MBI (5 B85 .ok AIE¥ARF
JE (1) 2 A B K2 A28 B 1) 30 (Peter & Zambre,2017)

2. F e RIAT B RO, Sl RIE B 5 B 2= A f5 2k 3R BRI PSR L [R] B AE LE R AN
T A BRSO, . Z2HE ST R B BRI R AR R T B R TR W . RS T A C R
BRSPS T 5% (Azmat & Iriberri,2010) , K22 A it 40 B0 & T 13 % N5 UE 2% (Ban-
diera et al,2015) . 351 [ B AHXT R IS5 » 5 Ho AR X R 2 A 2 38 01 R WA A %) 490 il 2 el A 0F ARG
YLK T REMEE N 11 %, BB A BE i 10 % (Goulas & Megalokonomou, 2021) , 3k 15 224 % i
O3 HAE B AR GRE 14 5B B 4 2 A 1 AT BE P 184 3k i — 2D e 45 2 A 1 25 2 B 35 4
(Hastings & Weinstein,2008) , {i & T WA BE 0% e 28 A~ 4 )2 i A9 25 31 38 BB R 2 LA SR . Ar-
cidiacono et al(2016) Fy 325 S b 7R, Q2R g A2 AR B0 0E B C i JSCRe Sy M5 s i i s 7= 05
REPR B R AE R R S B 906, R T Wi A 2336 32. 700 . Andrabi et al(2017) 48 H , SO BE 1%
Keakts 7 BN BR Y B E T R B .

KT R AE BT IAAAEE B W] 00 57 BT — 2o B e 48 015 B T 900 EE 28 A R 5 808 4y
ANBZE R TR B4R w2 0T Hu A7 19 24 A B 35 A %0 in T5¢ T B 2 68 1 1987 /& (Bobba
&. Frisancho,2022) , 1 ¥ KA X R B A HER I 26 S B0 15 B 70 ep L s Sl r i i P AR e s —
ERRBLHTIN 0. 15 AR e 22  (BARR ST B Ji — R I 0,35 D22, JF H v B 132 3
B 5% 35 K (Goulas & Megalokonomou,2021), Azmat et al(2019) & B, 7E 3815 2% |1 32 B0 A9 4F 9% 43
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i BT KA 2 RIAE AR - M AR T . Fischer & Sliwka(2018) 38 t , [ 4~ 4 i 5t A AT
e i R B S i BB TR PR G & ROBEUE TAMA G T A & AT AR AE &L = KE
A D T AR B 2E 2 B S B Rl OB el s T AR S T A ) B MR L Y X F .
B o 2 2 S HLIE Z 38 hn . 3 7 A 52 e 7 [a] #H S O B A BEAH AR . Brade et al(2022) 48 1, 2 e it 1Y
He2 A5 AR T EE R 22 A Y RIA 2 90 3 ol As . X 2650 TR AT B A B it B oA 109 3U3h 45
TE AT e S BUE BT B 45 RN R T i

3.AT TR EMA R, fEMIRES T rfE BN -, 280 L, 8t v L i fE
BRES A SO A AT TR . Bergman(2021) & B, & B3R 15 % FAE WV 5€ B0 L 5
RS L5 B BN T B R, Pt BN T 8 AR, KBk, Rogers & Feller
(2018) K » 4[] 22 A A B & 3% F 2 iR B o 78 R R 0N L 24 28 BB I S0 T 1004, o
SPEPERTE THIE AT B O & F iR A {5 & . Berlinski et al(2021) & B, 38 i T4
ARG A M FE K T BRSO BE N AT RS E B T AR S 2 2 [ 15 B 22
FRLBGE T F L MBEF SR . Gan(2021) A TIRLL Al LIRS Gt i H BB B E R W E w4
AL BEALE AL T G T AR R B AR S5 R 2 sk BUEE SR M5 . PSS B 1
ACRE IS & I 22, AR AC BE A B8 TR ¢ W & 3G, e 222 AR 2 R BUE DL A T dle s . Z A5
oS BTPE AT SR S B R IEZ i B . DIREE A 4R B IR AR A A BRI F B L T RA
A3 A7 JEE Ui B 52 BE 1) 1 22 3K 3% Fx K (Boneva & Rauh,2018), %% [ 12 2 & 1 E BRI X+ T 1
RS 047 A& TS HE A T X 26 ACBE X T BB T S R B SO, AT A I T H O R SRR
7 (Dizon-Ross,2019)

BRI FE A L RIS BT P D 1 {7 5 BE 48 4 ) R, A BEATE K WT RE PR Sy JHE Ath 249 BT TG v B AR
EFT, ml PR SR BT AS ) B 4 0% R W T R ) AR 5 Y . AR A 2 B i, R AR AR TR B IR
BT AR & SCERE T REAK TH T I 3505 L s 7] 5 35 L At 24 B, 30 46 24 B S B0 B TR Ik B o T 2 i R
Fotn, A RE 2R 0 T OC T ml i By 45 A& {H B T A A 8 AR D R i B 4% % (Bhalotra et al,
20200 . AN B2, AR AR AE T R, A T IR AT SIS 58l F L B E Dok 5
B R AT AT SR EUAT Bl . XTIk B I, Barrera-Osorio et al(2020) 24t T HiA 17808 5. 2
5 A B ) 18] 5 i % T JBE R 2F . Mayer et al(2019)Fl York et al(2019) JH4R R % & H b5 %%
110 T HORAE HEACBE R ATl . FEHE 5T SRS Iy T, 47 S8 TR 114 5 1) 32 380 A B 1) i A 1R 2 SR g 1Y)
M, Greaves et al(2021) & B, 425 W& (14 UE 95 » 76 0B 27 K & 19 475 8L 308 8 3508 /0 17 %
T B E A .

AEEERER

KT &M AE AT N ) BF A4 e AR 248 17 T 5 1y B S i gt S G N T AR R R A
TORREOR T H . 15 W0 PSR B R Ok R A 2 iz S A O R — R TR
HHA WSS SR BoE I B R R TR Wb X 3 A BE R AR AR PR PR AR
i T S R 5 4% A TG P RE AR R TR R T SR oE . HR IR RE S E 2 5F S ol iz 2
AR RIS A A G2 E N ) BE AR B R R AL TR T 10 . N D) AR 18 5% o O [ i 52 8 9959 29 R Al 4
FE & B R (Caucutt et al,2017; Cunha,2017) , AR = 5 Hp (84T fa] — Ff #45% 0] B 2l 35 2 5 (H U 3R vp
25 B W AR E A AR BTN TR . H AR A 2 SO 4 ) T AR B T SR 0 G
FIERER o AE Qi e 7 J 300 PR LA ek 28 T 00 5 240 O A9 T 000 AR 20 v i L — 6 B0 4 e A% T 330000 H 9 4 AL
P HLA7 %€ (Heckman & Mosso,2014) . X {5 & A9 2 f B A7 4 Bk [ N 25 5 BR8P A 4
WEIF T RINH ) E B, WFRE I — B 100E TE S mis & G 8 T BN, el & A T AR
AL TR ECR T LA,

AR BB FEFTAE DL LA AT R R 28— O T A5 & 0 WF T8 05 2 AR D s 4 5
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NI BEA R BE SRR AL 3 T 15 & i 22 77 25 19 0 A8 A5 JE 240 S I R RS (A B I R BB O 4 T
A i 15 & B T AR AR AR R D SE 25 18] o (ELR AT BEHE— AP IR R i A5 & s A IR 2 2R 5 fle ik A 2
UL B A A AL » DT g G A 56 70 8 1) P ok Aof BRSPS O ko B o A 7 D 22 15 O
O T B IEAR & W05 8T WU A AR R A 22 S o S B30™ A S P 9 s DL AR 0 58 3 IR A 22 LA A
2 BAERICIE IAE & DU h s LR T KA 2 v 2210

e A 5T AR X 28 N ) R BB R B A R A B . O AR R
AN ARG VBT R TR I N ARPR AL 1 e BE AL 2 P A i sh i B2k AR . ARk HH
$e 5T T BRI o A5 T B 2 BT A ACRE T REIF AR A SR I L L T REH A e AR IR IS .
5 M [ BF 7 — S AR X i 28 0 28 55 A TR K P 4 X v i AR A M DX AR RS 1 e T G T A AR
DU T W0 45 U7 X SCREAE T 2030 LA BB A5 A DU B0 W ol . 78 R BE U SR A B A
T A D5 T A AN A B Y HE B X S DA R R AT Bk A 0 RO R B A S U5 ik O R AR AR 1Y
GEARAE X BT T ) A5 A& 75 A7 A6 5 P A ] o4 3 5 2 A S G ke 5 Jo o 4% IR BB A 5 TR AN B 4508
HE . B e E 2R T B AR B A v AR S A A T SR R R B L v [ 2 T DU £
KTHR B RYWF RN 7 125 BN S X5 1 b Je I 9 A A 58 F1 S 30 A0 5 8 AT B9 R R 52
RUEE A B 2 AR R DA Sy ik 35 Bl 5 2 0 AL DR SR I 4 3l 2 S0 1T e b A S 1y BB
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Abstract: The human capital investment theory holds that decision makers seek the optimal level of human capital
investment based on costs and benefits. However, in reality, the return to human capital investment is uncertain, and
individuals can only make decisions based on their subjective judgments about costs and benefits. In recent years, the
belief has received extensive attention in the research field of human capital investment decisions. This paper systemat-
ically discusses recent studies on beliefs in human capital investment decisions. This paper covers the topics of the
measurement and analytical methods of beliefs in educational decision-making, the effects of parents’ and children’s be-
liefs on investment decisions, the manifestations, causes, and consequences of belief biases, and the informational in-
terventions to change beliefs along with their effects on behaviors and outcomes. This overview aids researchers’ com-
prehension of the human capital theory, and provides empirical evidence and policy implications for optimizing human
capital investments,
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