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1980 1990 (%)
12
UR(2000) 1.749+0.642* UR(1990)+0.293* UR(1980)
10 | (tvalue=5.38) (tvalue=252)  R-squared=0.80
8 | '
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4 |
27 . 80
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1 (1980-2000
1980 1990 2000
315 293 269
105 114 113
A) 117,060,396 | 123,611,167 | 126,925,843
103,184,513 | 111,913,176 | 117,033,563
88,119,440 | 98,229,138 | 103,697,376
/A 88.15% 90.54% 92.21%
/A 75.28% 79.47% 81.70%
@) (2002) (2)1980
317 1980
(1209) 8466) 38,682
2 (1980-2000)
1) 2)
a.
3390 1980 2,52 1.08 0.43 0.11 16.89
3391 1990 3.02 1.13 0.37 0.00 18.14
3383 2000 4.73 1.35 0.28 0.00 18.10
b.
315 1980 2.60 0.89 0.34 0.87 9.99
293 1990 3.11 0.89 0.29 0.76 10.54
269 2000 4.83 1,01 0.21 2.27 11.47
C.
47 1980 247 0.72 0.29 1.23 7.68
47 1990 3.03 0.74 0.24 173 7.75
47 2000 4.67 0.86 0.18 2.96 9.37
1) 15-64
2) /

3)




2 3
ur2
—— 1980 @ ————- 1990
— — — 2000

3
log(UR1990)-log UR1980 a bxlog UR1980) u
t
log UR1980) -0.1834 0.0184 -9.99 xxx
0.3701 0.0160 23.08
log(UR2000)-log UR1990 a bxlog UR1990) u
t
log UR1990) -0.3923 0.0214 -18.35
0.8300 0.0227 36.49 xxx
log(UR2000)-log UR1980 a bxlog UR1980) u
t
log UR1980) -0.4721 0.0193 -24.41
1.0304 0.0169 60.99
(¢)) 1980 315

(1)*** 1%




4 Fixed Effect Model)

Unbalanced Data

Balanced Data

Case1 Between Estimators

Case 2 Fixed -effect Estimators

Case 3 Between Estimators

Case 4 Fixed-effect Estimators

( -0.000024 0.000044 0.000088 0.000126 -0.000025 0.000044 0.000048 0.000140
(%) -0.249745 0.045419 == [0.013977 0.015932 -0.234945 0.049238 **=* 0.016563 0.014775
(%) -0.279072 0.040218 === |0.020066 0.015575 -0.277218 0.042466 = [0.031609 0.014017  **
(%) 0.084155 0.028183 **=* 0.032063 0.016669 0.083567 0.029577 *== [0.026022 0.015374 ~*
(%) 0.076641 0.013776  *= |[0.031788 0.017207 0.064959 0.014258 === 0.026980 0.018268
(%) -0.199053 0.018783 *** [-0.072039 0.011683  *** [-0.209910 0.019168 *** [-0.066041 0.011132  »*=
-0.213201 0.114697 0.058279 0.110504 -0.231413 0.112106 ** [(dropped)
1990 1.932710 0.353944 == 0.439125 0.101746 *** |6.019676 2.244423 =+ 10.425753 0.097200  **=
2000 2.636548 0.336873 *=* |[1.820715 0.171727  *** |(dropped) 1.840420 0.174346  **=
18.457400 1528406 *** |5.072681 0.968333  *** [18.804470 1787254 *** 14.812070 0.884919  **=
/ 877/366 877/366 945/315 945/315
2.6 2.6 3.0 3.0
R-sqared: within groups 0.6739 0.879 0.1264 0.8848
R-squared between groups 0.5588 0.3668 0.5204 0.3694
R-squared overall 0.5944 0.4871 0.0009 04777
corr(u_i, Xb) 0.1477 **= 0.1316 ***
sd(u_i + avg(e_i.)) 0.8393 *** 0.8256 ***
(1)Balanced Data 1980 2000 315 Balanced panel
dataset, BPD 1980 (2)Unbalanced Data 366
©) 1980 (4)*10%
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