[ liEFk, YEZHATHHEATERG TR, S@ITANERPIAIRF EERALA
SR, ZRILLZGBILEN, RAFH D RT ORI RAUEM A S RIFA KT T ERK
LA, FRT ERKLART, A2 RAL TIRBANGBERGINEILT LHees3g k., A AR
Flog SSAERH . KXW T ¥ Kb Ao 3 30 AR 30 BT 5 50 69 MON 3G K 3 2 BN &5 8o g R AR AR R,
ENT REBARZ G I RAABRELALE, B, X FMEBHEZE, TE2UFHHITHERS
B EHA TN BAEGH @A, 5 EBREEITSHLESLL ik,

[ 1 7 hiRsh: K, THAR: KALE

s 2009

1 ) 2003

, , 2011 1. 16,

; duyang(@cass. org. cn,

2013.2 (2), 9-18



2013.2 (2)

2006—2011

12 4%,

Chen, 1999),

b

2013.2 (2)., 9-18

, 2001—2006
6. 7%

(Ravallion and

o



o s 2004—2008
7.2%.
)
N o
) )
) ,
,
, ) ) )
) ) )
) ) ) (
, ,
, )
- ’ ’ ’
s , 10 000 ,
, ( o ,
) ; . 1
0 , 807 ,
30 s
o , 2010 R
, 4. 83 2000 ) o
3. 56 1. 27 o s
(Du and Wang,
2011), s 1.
1
(D (2) (3)
10 000 10 000 10 000
0 807 807 0
99 193 10 000 10 000
GE (—1) 1. 01 — 0. 95
GE (0) 0. 22 — 0. 25
GE (D 0. 16 — 0. 19
GE (2) 0. 15 0. 25 0. 18
Gini 0. 31 0. 40 0. 34

2013.2 (2), 9-18



I!EII 2013.2 (2)

0. 163 ,

0. 40; ’
y; = a, +a1EMPi +Q3HE,’ +Q4SEI

+ «. AGE, + o, AGE? + o H,

034 +a,ML,;, +a,FL, 4+ a,SIZE,
0. 19, s 5
. + DICT; +e,
7 i—2
H . ’
, N N
, , N
, 2, ,
) 1 °
’ “« ”
2

2001 2005 2010
693. 49 11. 70 10 505. 76 13. 75 12555 11. 36
24. 20 6. 66 530. 53 8 5 91. 6 10. 10
4, 48 1 44 15. 03 0. 34 L8 0. 20
2. 84 0. 29 —281 38 —2.4 —28 4 —2.42
0. 14 1. 36 4. 37 3. 74 0.5 3. 93
52. 29 3. 41 560. 68 3. 06 140. 7 6. 41
195. 81 3. 17 6 753. 28 4.4 —198 3 —0. 70
52. 03 0. 60 7 500. 04 4. 59 —216. 9 —0. 69
—55. 31 —3. 85 —38 64 —0. 19 —25. 3 —0. 98
—412. 09 —13. 00 —6413 11 —13. 38 —551 4 —7.59
—480. 32 —14. 83 —6 712. 66 —14. 49 —876. 9 —13 51
—243. 62 —6. 13 —3643. 29 —7. 02 —576. 4 —8& 00
—488 17 —14. 85 —6442. 76 —14. 04 —789. 2 —1L 16
—317. 25 —1 34 —1713 28 —0. 6 217. 1 0. 83

R? 0. 24 0. 40 0. 25

N 3490 2499 3526

2013.2 (2), 9-18



e )
— > y:In(=>)
n ; 7

s 2
(Fields, 1998; Bourgignon et al. , o
1998; Morduch and Sicular, 2002), ,
s s 2001
, ) 0. 285 2010 0. 231,
o b 2 b
2 s 3 3
Shorrocks (1982) s (
N ) ,
14% ~23%,
IG) = Dla (), (D
, 30
’ I(y) ’ ~ ’ ’
N s Vi ] .
’ ai(y) ’ ’
k( o
) SL (2) 3
2001 2005 2010
iav(y)y& 0285 0.261 0 231
b=t —141 |—225 |—135
s ) (2) 5
—25.0 |—455 |—4L9
. @ 1176 | —4.7 |—145
ﬁk 2 If ’
111 0 29. 0 35. 9
| 1209 | 136.0 | 128 8
~ Cl,(y)l'f
¢ =B, 2 (€))
I(y)
1 n yl yl
I (y) = — =In(=) 4
m =52 G
L3 a2 ,
fhp ==t F (5)

2013.2 (2), 9-18




2013.2 (2)

()
)
) 5
) )
) .
(Cai, Du and Zhao, 2007), 4,
4
CULS2001 CULS2005 CULS2010
(o) b (o) (c/a—1)X100%
p90/pl0 5. 854 5. 000 3. 750 —359
p90/p50 2 614 2. 500 2. 000 —23.5
pl0/p50 0. 447 0. 500 0. 533 19. 2
p75/p25 2. 003 2. 000 2. 400 19. 8
GE (—1) 0. 321 0. 210 0. 202 —37. 1
GE (0) 0. 262 0. 183 0. 168 —35 9
GE (D 0. 291 0. 195 0. 175 —39. 9
GE (2) 0. 443 0. 253 0. 220 —50. 3
Gini 0. 396 0. 334 0. 319 —19. 4
A (0. 5) 0. 129 0. 090 0. 082 —36. 4
A (D) 0. 231 0. 167 0. 155 —32.9
A (2) 0. 391 0. 296 0. 288 —26. 3
4 . s
(Generalized Entropy) . ,
, )
. 2010 2001
19 4%, 40%., .
, )
10% 10% .
, 2001 5. 85, 2010 )
375, 35. 9%, , )
)
. « »”
()
, ) ,

2013.2 (2), 9-18




5
CULS2001 CULS2005 CULS2010
( =1 —0. 107 (3. 85) ™ —0. 087 (2. 95)™* —0. 048 (2. 38)™
0. 102 (25. 21D 0. 098 (20. 60) 0. 11 (30. 98)
0. 005 (1. 89) —0. 001 (1. 09) 0. 018 (6. 48)
—0.0 (—1 20) —0.0 (L 12) —0.0 (—5 13)
( =1) 0. 21 (10. 50) 0. 24 (11. 07) 0. 18 (11. 05)
6 260 6 535 7 940
R? 0. 31 0. 42 0. 37
t , ook 1% , o 1Y%
o 5 s s
., 2001
11%, 2005 . , 2001
9%, 2010 5%. 11. 65 L 41
, 2009 , 2010
2001 1.73 12. 55 L 31 ,
.
. .
, , 6,
6
ClJ%ifOOl CHJ%§§005 CIJ%??OIO (c/a—1) X100%
p90/p10 5 619 5. 000 4 625 —17. 7
p90/p50 2. 458 2. 500 2. 220 —9.7
pl0/p50 0. 438 0. 500 0. 480 9. 6
p75/p25 2. 400 2. 400 2. 557 6.5
GE (—1) 0. 333 0. 266 0. 228 —3L 5
GE (0) 0. 232 0. 214 0. 184 —20. 7
GE (D 0. 247 0. 223 0. 185 —25 1
GE (2) 0. 352 0. 291 0. 224 —36. 4
Gini 0. 371 0. 359 0. 332 —10. 5
A (0. 5) 0. 112 0. 103 0. 088 —21. 4
A (D 0. 207 0. 192 0. 168 —18 8
A (2) 0. 400 0. 347 0. 313 —21 8

2013.2 (2), 9-18



IIIIEII 2013.2 (2)

o N o ’

2001 0. 37 2010 0. 33; .
0. 25 0 19, . .
. ()
( ) .
6 (Park, 2007),
o , (Cai and Wang., 2009),
GE (—D .
GE (2), 20012010 ,
31L.5%  36.4%. . ,
. 2005 1%
, 11%., ,
. \ 7
21. 4% ,
21. 8%, . 2
18 8%. . ;
.7
\ . GE (=1 A (@ 2005 1% .
H , 2005
. L26 821 (2001
)s 2009 15. 6%,
. . GE (2) A (0 5) 48. 7%, , ,
7
+ + + (%)
p90/p10 10. 642 10. 145 —4. 67
p75/p25 3. 604 3. 694 2. 50

2013.2 (2), 9-18



+ + + (%)
GE (=D 0. 668 0. 657 —1L 65
GE (0) 0. 422 0. 408 —3. 32
GE (D 0. 425 0. 407 —4. 24
GE (2) 0. 740 0. 705 —4.73
Gini 0. 484 0. 474 —2. 07
A (0. 5) 0. 190 0. 183 —3. 68
A (D 0. 344 0. 335 —2. 62
A (2) 0. 572 0. 568 —0. 70
“2005 1% 7
s s
N
s 30 s
s s
s o
; ( \
. ) )
. s
B , s s
s
, o
s
o s N
’ Bourgignon, Francois, Fournier, M., and Gur-
° grand, M. (1998). Distribution, development, and edu-
’ cation; Taiwan, 1979-—1994. Paper Presented at LACEA
) Conference, Buenos Aires.

Cai, Fang., Yang Du and Changbao Zhao. (2007).

2013.2 (2), 9-18



2013.2 (2)

Regional labour market integration since China’s world
trade organization entry: evidence from household-level
data. China-

Linking Markets for Growth.

Garnaut, Ross and Ligang Song (eds).
Canberra: Asia Pacific
Press.

Du, Yang, Meiyan Wang. (2010). Discussion on po-
tential bias and implications of lewisi turning point. China
Economic Journal , 3 (3).

Fields, Gary S. (1998). Accounting for Income Ine-
quality and its Change. Mimeo: Cornell University.
Morduch, Jonathan and Terry Sicular. (2002). Re-
thinking inequality decomposition, with evidence from Ru-
ral China. Economic Journal, 112 (476), 93-106.

Park, Albert. (2007). Rural-urban inequality in Chi-

na. Shahid Yusuf and Tony Saich (eds). China Urbani-
Consequences, Strategies, and Policies, the World
Bank, Washington. D. C.

Ravallion, Martin and Shaohua Chen. (1999).

zes

When
economic reform is faster than statistical reform: measur-
ing and explaining income inequality in Rural China. Ox-
ford Bulletin of Economics and Statistics, 61 (1),
33-56.

Shorrocks, Anthony F. (1982). Inequality decompo-
sition by factor components. Econometrica, 50 (1), 193~
211.

. (2009).

Hfects of Labor Mobility and Employment
Gowth on Income Distribution in China

Du Yang

[Abstract] The Chinese labor market has witnessed a great transition, as evidenced by the

shortage for unskilled labor and their growing wages.

Thanks to labor mobility between rural and

urban China, more and more rural residents get employed in urban China, which stimulates the em-

ployment growth and increases the income growth for the groups of people with low income. Taking

advantage of various data sources, the paper analyzes the effect of employment growth and wage

growth on income distribution through wage convergence among workers. The analysis implies that

the changes of labor market outcomes after Lewis turning point will keep improving the situation of

income distribution in China.

[Key words]) labor mobility; employment growth; wage convergence; income distribution.
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