AN o [P 3l 2 o D e [ e ™
——HOH R % 4 WAL B TR 3 (1978 -2006)

& A B

RE A2 BRI b E, REMAGH TR0 HETLNH
AW ETEMEEFEER, ACERENHAH T RE 2 AT RE
S o 2 7 T Ve D SR e KRl CGSS2006 B4 & AL T X WA HH K s At
FLRHERGHY R, R (DRETREENTLHTRRHY N
HAK, RAEGREX BB N EFE PN &, X —BRRT T4 2,
(D)FFTHREBENTLNHFTRGEAEZE VW, F X — B R LA M
WREMRFEE, QO)RXRBETEAT TR U LFRERET T EE#
WEEZQ KK XTFLHARENMRFRBER (4)F 7 THE#®E
AREREENHERSZ — LB URKBTHEF TR G2 E R,
B AR ARG E AL FE &

KR AT RERE FHTHRER HFERE ZEARE

— TR R

TEBRKE S, 20 2R 2 2 i A 22 3L 3 B e T B AL 2 —
WERERE AR i~ 17, MUK HERE A8 1) 41 2% 12 i 8h ( Treiman & Yip,
1989) o PRI, 3 aeb i — (R AU 45, AN REAS S 32 v [ 0/ AN 45 1Y
AL AN Zh 16] , L REAE B Hh [ AL 2 s i) B 3

PEBESE T E R B RE , SE T B PAFIPLRRAT 4, Ba kAT
A A S AN A AL A5 TR, AR Z2 WF 58 LR ISR A B 4T 18R 4
— DR AL R TR B A 2 LA BE R FEIT A o XB rp AR 7R
AN A SCH UITR] B ZER BT S R DR 19 367 32 SCBUR, W 20 i

¥ KLY T214 57 AEXRREFRITOALFZS A LT TS, BT L RF et
) LEALSHFROFREFAL SRFTLFHERLZ, (REFHR)
BAFMALS LERE T P HaEN, E—JF8#H. XFH A f. fFH .
houlimingl 318 @ gmail. com

192



HASE T e [ i 2 3 o [

A P B T2 B2 5 A A Z [E] 11K R (Deng & Treiman,
1997) o AHR“SCH" ZJm  MFRER BOR 25T ORI R, REE T 5t 5 2
B ARATZ MY R BORB % (Zhou et al. |, 1998) . Fpill 2L
Ja BE PN LI S B E P E 22 R T R ERTTRA IR
ARLEAE 2 IR AR RS I K2R TT THEZ M AT IS (FHR,
2003 ; RBEN, 2009) o dLAEE UL, MR DD sk RSk E ,
Y HCE A2 B 2 3t 32 31 [ SR BOR AR AR S i 2 i), OF A A 80R
ARAF AL ZE T B (4 D] 2R 5 46 o B 19 75 5% (Zhou et al. , 1998 ;
ZHF, 20035 2248, 2006) o A AR S S EE YRR T E
I A A BE ML AP SR R ITIY o & T XA A, — ZE P52 A
N, EERE Y MRERM TELNEFE IS BRI R ES T
W B ZR TG, B PSR EA R ok, R 2R
JEE T2 IR AR B B AN, 20 L2 B9 AN P55 4 T BE R K (R
KifE, 2007; 2EF, 2010) o (HRWA TN K2 RS SEH T I
PHRG G Z 0T LA At T 2 MEE L2, 20 WA RS, B
JEEA AL 2 B 221 A B BRLR (XK, 2006) o [R] I, ik
SR L (XRS DT, 2014 ) LK FE i b or AR IR 2 AR (TR R AR
2012) HoFEAR 1 B2 ] AP 25

RTHBE DAL, ER e E A FFFE T A A
EBERIEE TN T L BB PRI A AR B2 T HEE
NIRRT TR TSRS . IE QA P, A ™ B4 2 BIL
FAE I fa7 B HLAR 3z %, i 2 S RIS E SR 18 — i &4
(Bourdieu, 1970) . —J I & , LIRFEEM T L BTG R D A 5,
{HRMFBENTARE , ZRE R EE W B0 B0 AT 2 R S5 O
JR TR R T LB E R ERE T4, AR Z AR X
SRV L B AT R A9, 1 2K A I B0 45 HH DT 9 [ 2
FERIIX— AR, AR RS T MR 2 i s B FIROUL AY B e
HE (rational choice theory) , AR H 732 09 PR A RGO XS 1A A
R BE S ) SO T 3 A7 ( Goldthorpe, 1996) o A fif] 5655 (2001 ) Aty
ZFELA(2013) TG I, SRR A0 SRR R R 15 S MIEH 3R
FHEZAY BRI 20T R AN R 1o Bom AR R et By 25
Sk FEHCRT(2010) P HE BRAT 0 1 R — i S8 B ) 470 1
Pl e, B A FRFRRA RN Z — B2 Z 8] A EE S 1
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Sto LR LR AHEFEIN T, IOV B 22 0 7 SR I RE A% B 0 b fip
R Z B2 AR A0 25 57 , OHE R [ 0 AN AR A A2

T AN T R [T SR SR A S D G [ S

“AMRR R IR RA BRI, A B B4 8" (Bourdieu, 1970)
GRE 08 SR 1T LA B A Sy — Fh oA = AT g (o, 28 55 BEAS 19 ke
PRI R HE B R D T AR IS S ) A — R TR IR BT R
(BN RER AL T ARG ) (X 2€3E, 2001) . ZH SRME Y EFEA
32 BN GBETS S 2, 52 B %A A B2 B0 RSk 22 iy 52
Wi (P72 F5AA, 2013) o N, PESCAE R AR SR 1 25 ], SCHRTEA SR g
WA RS I BT AR A 1 B R Y SR I8 ( De Graaf et al. , 2000; Sullivan,
2001) . TAEFE ik sk HEAR SR A5 [, ACEREN T ORIIE T i Z il 5E 4 )
TR U 2 N2 b > WA Sy 2 e A 0 SR % ( Byun et al. , 2012)
FEGTRL T SR BI AR H A, BT 2o b A b T A PR 1 A
WS HRTIT 375 7% 1, SCREA ) TR HUAG jeb 25 L B 22 SCAR AR ) S 5 T
Xof 55 P D) 2 25 e 81 2 g o ST 1 S i), DT S S0 R 25 7 1) 280 SR g
(F %3, 2001)

BN HE R Y A, S A 2R R R A IR B
St PRI, ZEE AN LR T 2R SR AR 25 i T SE A ] T
PHHCE M LA B — SR T Fh B Y R A A i
BA RO, X — Rt o E RS B SRNg . iRtk , B0
PR ()20 MG VAN R PR S < b A5 T R ] sl S Wk R 2 7 T o8 [ s S
TR SRR AN W B Y A ST AT R IURT AL, AR
W EERL E I AT ST B (R0

(—) s T BRIl RE R e

i 7R (Boudon, 1973 ) IAZK , B2 ] A AT-S5A AL - S5 AR AL
R (primary effects ) FIIYRKAE S (secondary effects) . JRARN =48 F &
ARl BT IS FRE TS S5AH O s AR RO = i BIMEE B 2 8] 1~ e 027
| A&y | N P SO 5 = Brim e SR N [ P (T8 L IR 2 S Y VAN
PE IS 7 B B A NTFNGEBERT 2 FH RS RS 25 %) D 42 AN
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[FJ A 352 B o 0% 30 1) LM R AR U 7 R 1 A AR OSSR 3ot o i
i B RS AR 38 =280 o 5010 2, A 2 B = U )22 T X 2
BIEBEMROR 25 T & M )2 T A RCR (Erikson & Jonsson, 1996)
e RIS b, A3 5 U 3 AR (Breen & Goldthorpe, 1997) 1A
N R EEE ARG EEALE LT 3 505, X R B2k,
FWEE AT A, X 22 A T T L B E ke, 5
L B R A SRR Y 22 2 R BUE R STY 2 5 X 2 AT
LTV AR B W, 2 T e B T L B R, B =L B R )
(R VR — o T LR 2 g AT BT A A PR B, aX —
SR g AR XS ARG [] 3 Al 158 ( Relative Risk Aversion, T S #5245 RRA
TR oV TR AT, A BRI ] T PR L T A 5 ACIE R E A Y
BCE S LI B 20 0 R R, ML BRI B2 X AN [R] B2
(85 SCRANIFIY X5 TR BT J2 B G 13, N Ak SR A4 1 S B A7 T
B2 LA IN TR o B J2 B AR 3, AN AR 2 3K 25 i - B0 i 67 T B
RS EGREN . Z5 b RRA RN — A GOWLZ T 09 ke, B IR T4
AT R 1T i XA s 179 4 2% O BRAIL ] ( Kahneman & Tversky, 1979) , 3f
5 E A S b AL B A [R5 B0 O e PR AT Ry 14 22 S T R R
(Keller & Zavalloni, 1964 ) , ULt K B B2 18] 208 ASF55 1 A L]
BT RRA R U6 0 SEUE A58 )32 i BRAE 380 4 S22 Sl > vp
(Davis et al. , 2002; Becker, 2003; Breen & Yaish, 2006; Holm &
Jeeger, 2008 ; 25534, 2010) . JE EANTEASIE 2 X7 =2 g AR AR &
B, SEEREGE WA RS S 09 R R A ) S AR R A
2B RN @ S BB HL 05 ) 2 W AR, AT TIA O MR E 9
FH ST B AR AR TS 3 DR [ £ 2 RRA B3 A4 228 AT LA ke figh 6 i
2RI AR HL (Need & De Jong, 2000) 3 4k 5725 A DK
ANF-EE A LR 0 R 22l iR L B FH S HH R 808 ” DL K
“HUAST A LR G A BT P2 S B B B IR R
AT 2 2 R4 o A i P A i, b 5 T A [ s 500 X 2 kA
T —HF B AAT B3 AR 0 (Davies et al. , 2002) i i BT
AW AEH SPE R3S SRR & (beliefs ) 45 MR 1, [ 55 M9

D ATEHTLHFHTREERATIE, K P L AR R e BB B A’z T e
BB,
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BRI T AN A B2 A A5 0 A B2 ] 3kE fr) T 2% ( Breen & Yaish,
2006 ) . UAEIR A SRR VR S I BE 1 GO 198 JU) 2 57 T o [ sl IR T
FREHE PR 520 ) S 15 SR TR AR BRI i T3 sk %o o] 4
RS R Ak 32 Y i < 7o/ it P 1 LS o ks S B T R (S S R <]
A S 14 2 301, AEL 2 DA 300 R U1 19 2808 0 75 (ambition ) S, M6 T
] RERT TR L AL ARG S B K ( Van de Werfhorst & Hofstede, 2007 )
B 22 A, ¥ B (Esser, 1999) A4 3= W 3 73 3 38 (subjective excepted
utility) LA 3 D1 5% ( Becker, 2003 ) £ 0 A4 B P4 156 & 45 A ( micro — level
rational action models of educational decisions ) A%} RRA {RiEHAT T %
£¢, 1 HOA R AR PR i 208 A1 S5 i A L) B e, (E2
WA e vl i AR [ vh e AR A T R B, A RRA R 2%
M Z S, WY EHL AL T 2R R R BT AR B AR R Y B ACR At
IZABR LI F B R B BE A5 1 FE A 3R (Stocke, 2007)

G LIRS AT DL IR, AT A [ sl 2k 114 BRI, ACRET T
AT R O A AR T H O, AT ) e PR ik 1 ik B
ACFEWOY AL AH S BCH = I BE o ] AR R 1,

Bk 1 SRS B a8 B2k WA o SR B A T M o) 38 SR w3
TR FTRAEAZFN T,

() %Dy PREMLEER 5

IR HASEE A S5 0 SR FE, ) (2006) & 3, A0 B
B HA K2 TN LR RS i AR 1Y E St /& T AC BRI
BV A o XoF I, 35 AR 1 T 27 0 s [l kAR b, - S B fii ) T B -
TR E AR T a1 A O SRS , LA A 12022 J i R B
Ay, 55 W [ A B, 72 B B AR Pt o v AR A 2 Y
S TIAE R 2 BE A TR I T T o8 ] e 3, 31 SR 2 L b 57 1 o [
HESRE WS IS 5 R H A BB A0 L o X — Rt A5 3] 17—
SESEREAIF ST 1Y 3

/R 5K X (Mare & Chang, 2006 ) 3 2 X 5€ [E] H1 {5 1 1l IX ) fF
TR, ANEREEEE AT, AR T L2 REIAEATEC
2z iKY o FESEE, 22 0 N B R RO IR AEAE PR i 22 5 T
[EBRTE 2700 T o (LSRR T X6 55 PR 0 b 3 e R o SR R A
#%(Van de Werfhorst & Andersen, 2005) 3% F GSS %4 , X 32 [E Z £ 1Y
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OB AW U] o 027 D B B X — [a) AT T AT AT R IR, e 2= T
R 307 D AT B3 %) B i, SRR FF AN 1) X6 2 DIy i AT 4 9% . 3k —
G T RRAMRUL(IFR AR B BRI ) o PR IR RRA R, 54
BEAH R Lo 22  , A0SR HAN R 3, SRR N IR AT Z 1 H
DIHLEE T L OV b () T B o BRI Z AN, M & B0 T 22 00 T R [l 3k
BOR AR RE R AT — B EF B AE R KRR L EE T LR mit
ANIZHE BB L, 38 B 52 W 20E W 50 0 1 AERE AR ] 24 3 i)
— ek, MR M AL ) —BebE . U T R AT (2009) KB,
e H AR, 5ACEE I M7 A B, ARG 27 DX 722 D B R B8 i i
o HBLEAC AL EAG R 2E DT A T A, e Dy A ) 5 B R v R
B, AR AL B HAT K2 Iy 1 2 W SR A ) T 3R A5 K222 7o IR
F1(2012) g i 4347 H A 8 v A FRg: 235 B4 DG i R0 2 B, 24 45 A8
FEBYEAE N B A AR B, ACBE22 DT Lo i TP s B AR B B
(REER o BRI 2l B ), v 2 D7 (A ACBE A i 1] T4 7 %
AT BT ) T 1S X — 2R 52 DR R LR R R — 3 .
FEMRRFNA- AR (2012) 347 1 76 I AR PR Al R el 7 v i 20 AR
FERIBLEI AR TR I, ACBE2E DT 5 A D1 Z R AR A B Y
BRAG AR , L ()27 ) 78 BE e A AT e 5 A Bk 88 v 1 — O 2 T
FEAY o RIS, AR I 5 A D e 25 e AR BRI 2L B R 3
W 2 IR P ARAAE , 12 19 27 D R B 5 A0 B v 3 v i 22 D R B LU AR
e AR ) Lakm) N2 s MG b kA, [FIRE, A
R, BACHEEXT L W HE RN R SC LA, AR AR 2T RE b 4 /N
B SIS A 1 2200, 3R AERE 4 Iy Z AR BR AL 7K ) — A E 2y
fiEo ATLAGE, 7E ] ACRE ) T4 A O 22 D E A F 8 E R
TS AR, k2 7R B SR X2 BB A oA 2,

FETUEC AR, IR 2= 00T B ] skt AT DLl 38 oy —
Tt 3k P o BRAL AR , SC R EE £ 1) 24 ) 2 /D RB S SR BT B O 12
iAo I, FRATAT AR B 2.

% 2 AR IR B T80 5 A2 B T R IR0 2 7 F ) 8 SR ekt
TR FHRFEA B FG YA,

(=) MR FRREIRTEHER L S22 Dy Pl @R L Al XA
SR AM BT A 55 4] 2 13 A BT AN 2 A SOWAIL ] e T AR A AR
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o AR FEXTRE22 X — a8 L, MBS KB . B R
D3 T R sk AR B4 v ) 3RS, B PR L DL L

1. RAF AL FIFHIRS) A R A2 P A

RRA {58 P8 AC AR5 TR oA 1 — B0, TR L B 2
D3 Je 2 1 3k b 57 B 8 XU ( Breen & Goldthorpe, 1997) . 7E RRA
i, = D O B2 B AR B A YRR ZE RS E 2
HE A REIR BN AR M AL I, A 25 38 SR T i 1 24 I3 R AR R B )2 1
A, X — RS FE R SE R S EEE M R BERE 2 o DRRSET
ST R S RBE R AR B R SR O S f e
MIRTHE T RIFH . FAEE RS SRR 2 B B0 S0k, ARl B3
SRER ARVTFHEANE BN BUEAH R XE, tHSH0ZENES
TCEE SR P P P A S s I BN Bl ) o 2 R e R R SRR
At S B2 — AR 8 I A A P A AT 2 i S i R Bl )
(Dore, 1976) . MLLFKF  FREF MM EIRE T RRA RUHK
T ERSERL AL 2 B )2 454

203 Bl s IH AR 5 A I 1 — Bt X — SR g
221 AR B 28 8, T T AN A 25 32 AR A BRMD 7 - (3 1AL,
2006) . ix—fBRULHE G KB A R B O R E R SRR
ASTEYERE B R A 0 RN TS AN HA 3RS A 3K B 7 o

CCHT Z 5 ERE S R B AL AR ) K R JLT 2 R A
T, 4T 200/ W R A E R UL, AT BRI — TR
M IHIE SN, R A I A HE e R o 2
A 3 A 2 R XA B RE DL R A A TR . R R Z T K,
ARG R AL S R RN B 75 X i 2B A A TN R, 2
HEEN LR EE TR, A AR FREE N LR, K]
TN gt 434k , 425 i 2 0 8 B2 o ) I 3 R, T G B mdy 2, T 2
PAFP R B R FEAFNRE ,RK—5 808 T =gk, v LA,
FEJG AP AL 2 B R R SOR” , VAU 3 T 7=k
SR AR AR PE T A AT B 534 DL T = B g iy = A

@© i R (Dore, 1976) L5 AT 4 )5 A = WAL E K04 5 J5 I ik ik 4o o 2 B 6 14 B
RETFERNBELMR, WikAEBEAR T LB RL, BRAT Rk Bk Lt B R
BRI 0E2m B AR Ly TP 2t AE T AR LA BAR,
ANV 0 EAARE R G T RAE R,
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It R RAHE T S A K S ) o A RCHE WX — L e
A AT 22 g ) T R B 00 1 X - Ak O A 55 3l g T
b e B RO,

2. FE RGP T R

WA 2 i M R GE IR T RURL R . BULIRI I 20E R R E ,
BEFE T2 208 10 R T 0 T i — > T B e 0 S Al b AR 2L
BomEHE X ER, BRI BN BT 5583 T X &%
o PRI, BRUN B 282 75 B AE T 20308 P 28 2% 1 7 2ok Ry R
WAL AESF S i g b i . i T AR B AR T el B ) U7
T AR BB T3 22 3 T 5 h & T A2 F S BE Ok
AT T B2 E % £ (Erikson & Jonsson, 1996) , 257 G2 541 [a] T 16
PR P A O X AR, T T )2 5 DU B o) T e PO 0 X O
F#42 (Redpath & Harvey, 1989) . FLHAYHH /AR — RS A4
REREAE VS AN ACREXS 7 L BRI 20 W AT TR I —Fh 5 R BE T 35
AT BLSE AR o PR, O R 20 o0, 1 B B R X 20 3RS
RGN K (Mueller & Karle, 1993) . T L1 SUHLI F56F MO
PEFEFE S RRA R —20 .

IS ETEN R TAL L R E W E RGE TR, a5
UYL R, SR A TR 3 2% 1 o ofe g BRI i A A e 57 3 )
Wi P RIALE  JF Hoh T2 EFEE (=2 k) ER 5 Hm A
NEA B FIPURERERYRLEE , BRI 15 51 R BE RS 12 i 30 015
3 H U ) A% ] 28 25 5 ( Buchmann & Dalton, 2002), 766 -3 -3 -4
HHIBE RGN FETE RIS 1 L2 P 1) 7 R A I TR
HARHR A7 (1475 1, X — TR R AT G2 I T R Il sl fBe it

3. BRI A E Al R i 3 AR

TEH R, RBELE R B BOS ) T b2 i A e e B S R 2 L
BN — HIEAE U, ERE FEAT — B Bei S B ARt 25
RRIGIN . A Z [ Y o 2 22 ) e B0 T F L AE R Be i 2= I s 4
X —ZUE 43T B AR — A IR 38 8 (tournament mobility ) : V411
RAEHE—HE W AR i 2 Hh R (E A R, I8 Jik 25 2 i 5

@ F RGN A KRR B R AP B R B A 5T F iR 3 89 — AN 37 & (Rosenbaum,
1976) ,
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TE T —HE BB AR AR R o AR AR I, TS 2 MO 4 18 ok D
RIEARSS ) 76 F — B A BB R e s R e . W2 i, BE 4
A A — BT IR i AR 7R — e AR b B — Rl s s 1Y
% % ( Rosenbaum , 1976) ,©

Fie B8 RRA B, 15527 D7 2 [ b 57 T B3 XU 1) T2 B o /B K — 0
W E LA G, HE, Arh E S A R AR R , X — R A K
e wE, HIRERLE T, WIKFE A 2E 43I 3 BUSCE 1 0 B AR X
FENR R APO L $E . X T 28R ERL, T LRESTE T —HF Wi
M (HEATE ) e — A i BB SE B 0 F R ms . MBS 3R
LA LA B, ACEREFN 20604 K By MO R AT SR A M), IR 2227 A
BB 7 A R S SR A I , A2 7% R R IO

4. 5 6 A FAENA

TEHE, m 2B T XA AR H A T8 BB A S A 2 A,
KB EAAEE ROZAEME . FITZAENEAURE —A AT
TERY S I FIRE ST, ) HL 2 A B e — D Ros )2 B 46 bR . KRR
AL (2014 ) 38 X5 2R 0 4 4> B SR XA BB 58 2 9, fE b i, &2
HE R R R 28 50 19— i 228 i (UK T IR A K F
i) B KGR B T B SRR TAE R 2
FESS R ER H A, Z 5B R R Z B ORI A % .
U, AE R 2R DA SR — AR S M I HE R, 5524 T I AR B
NAT 2 D IR AR, A R 5 5 27 P B 20 g

bR 7 BRI R Z AN TR E, Z AR B R L G n K W SRR
PEFR LT R 52 8 0 ZE B b, LR AT 8 2 D B L AR aE
(2R ME (XRE ] ,2014 ) o PRI, X o [ ) 383 A R o, 1 Lok A
ST AN AN G SO e A 2 AR5 2 B9 HE2E 7 M S 8] E i sh iy
Wy, g b FRAH R 3

O HEAEFTESE2EHAFTrASRPRAVEARLIARANG, ££8, #AT—XKF
B E AT FEL—NROF LG, KFARFLFENGG PRGN, 284 RFAF
R Z A0 5 LR G ATAR R AR B AR E S F R ERAF T R A, T AR AR
PHEAD, XN THATEFRGFAEARNRE —FETRX KB LR, o —&
PREGOPERL, ERALRELAEIE ZARTHRXGRA RS LIEAN
— AR F ARG 5 A e A9 HF B AF (Rosenbaum, 1976) . M £ F B, 3 N T —Hr- ot 5F
RAEEZE LB RG . AKX —E R, HEATEFROKAHAREZ DT E
B, PEMHARADERD LEETEERAD,
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Bk 3. EFE, 5 T B8RRIk, 50 T %8kt
F A HFHRFOHRANE KR,

= s R MBS T 1%

(—) B

AT BRI S 2006 442 [ 255 A 2 i A 2 ( CGSS2006) o
I AIE I Z JRUAEE T 58, BEA LA T 2[5 28 T 18 - 69 2y
10151 AMEAEAS  JFRAR T 858 B0 2015 B 1 57 LSRRy 7
DK AR5 R o P T ™ SR I 31 2% o 38 ) 2 53k R = A0 B B £
R BB A T R 3 0T o [ sl AL A AR M A 452800, TR AR A7F e J T
1978 42 J5 A BIREA AT 700, BEAS 0 5907 Ao

() JiEMgE Ry

AWFFER A I B2 AT 0. B e B2 0 Hr. A T g
Do b A B A T 25 03 DB )22 22 TR B G R, 285 S D A 5F FXR
(Blau & Duncan, 1967 ) 27 J i 1 b (o7 48 45458 AL X6 tEAR ] B 2 14
PEHEAT T . TR R AR [, A S A 3 A b T A b A7
PAGH —EWRBOR BB A AR E N R, B8 X — A
LRl BN T AR X AR, TR A AR T SR
PRGN — 130 13 8 (B R ) |, BB E PR R 2 Dy BIE 3 4 3 57 3K
PR, B A T 5 T A 0 M7 AR A A L e A
PRI FARE T3 Z 8] Y DRI N o 38 3 % b 3R P AR A 45 A B AR 1 B
FEASCR AN A2 R0CR B LA, FRATT AT LA AT i A T 1 2 i A% 366 7 b o7
RAFEEAR P AE

5 AT MR (Mare, 1980, 1981) (2 43 i A% (transition
model) o X — BRSO R IL PR NS LTS M EE B Beny o
MR, BAR T PR bW BEEE T () R AR A
HATZ A (logistic ) [B1F, DI L H E M2 i i AT — B H B
IR o X — RN S 7 T, B AT LA R T 8E sk b 2421k
T S Z PR A )2 e, H DR AR B (2 A T ) o n] AT 432 3
WAL BT R U 3 [l g i ]
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Py T AR 2] B 422 S e 1 4 [ 3 S gk 14 S LA i, AN BIF 5 R B 1]
RITIE R EFRE BT RN . ATFITHI R, P il 4 Ho A e
w5, 5SS RAM L, B B2 B 5 L2 15 e T e AL
2T I AR B Be (L, 7 i P O R B B, ST T AL, H
TN T RLREHBA T [ A8 KURSE, ) BE S 6] ik 5 L TR AR ) |, 51
e W22 ) 2T AR A 1 S AR 1) T2 A HC IR L 1) S B (42 D B B
(Lean, Zewn Ik i R B B, 5500 w2 Dy 9 ACEERR B, b S A s T
A HE Ry 1 Rl D T BB XUBS: , m] BE BB 6] Tk T Fh AR ) o

XA A AT LAE A

P
log( - —UP,-]-) =B, + LBNy (1)

ERAFR, PR NG - 1) EEB BN T
A OB Cnpyrh) B . B B BOE D Xy, AR kARG AR R
%Bﬂc ’Bjoﬂ‘jﬁﬁiﬁo

(=) Ah

ASHIRFE IR FH 04 DR A DR BT 3 A /e 90 v LB g Bl e )
3R R B HEAT — N EE B By AU PG A7
O ACRER YR M AL A BE R A T

=30 A i AR CGSS2006 Kdls i, i TI0A 14 % I AR AY IR
Az i, EH ] 18 2 AR PP AR AU . O 1By 1k A AR R
FOU, FAMZ MR (2014) 19732771k ALK IR 2» 2 fi 1L 3
2 AT R CEAESE BB A 22 B 51 Tl BR A B Al
IR SCHRN B ), 40 T2 (A4 R b AR 55 ol TN (Al gl TN
AR A E R ) LU IR B o

PR R AR IR By N E & D, N D, R
DT e e 3 (R g e R R ) AR I (R
AR5 J, WEEBMZ, HT CGSS2006 (117 4 B A7 B ] A £
(452 B0 R L, T 1 30 ) 8 BB 1 DL A4 SACRERY 52 B R
XFECT AR DR AR A O T B ki 2 R AR T 2
MREA BRI  FEACRE 22 D A — i AP IS DL R, AT TRIE 22 D A
o FVAR R AR SRR DI RIS A AR AR BT, FRATINEE T 2 D i )
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— e HAE R,

AR TR ol T SE ) 2R SR I T RE A2 B A S 28 U e D K
BYWERRMEmW (72 F5AA,2013) , RF0HBE Tk
R SR HCE YR AE R 2y KW K 1978 — 2006 453 Sy = AN I 4 g
(RRANT

e AR 5 OA AR Z AR C 2k, PR 50 (i R IERIL,2011) |
% (Hannum, 2002)  F£E(Wu & Treiman, 2007 ) 282 % 51 44 il ( X
K5 ,2008 ) DL R G iz SCAR B A (fhsr - 1 H 2%,2011) S5 PR 246 ] fig
X P ACE ARAG 7 A S, W R X S D R A s A e, B
ARG LR 1,

*1 TEMNREREST
- PiPNGEES FAFE T FEAK
HEL Hort AT HorE AL Aot

7 st B B

1978 1991 2277 69.6 1175 32.7 326 9.1

1992 - 1998 1049 88.4 654 53.1 274 20.6
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Chinese rural-to-urban migrant workers’ real situation, this study made use of the
unfixed-sites survey and improved the original method. This study is also an evaluation
of the application of RDS used in the survey of migrant workers. The results show that
samples obtained by the RDS in this study reached equilibrium and converged rapidly in
a few of recruiting batches. Thus, samples in this study have good representativeness.
This paper argues that although RDS is not a completely random sampling method for the
target groups, researchers can obtain an asymptotic unbiased sample through
improvement and strict sampling procedure, and the bias of the sample can also be
estimated. RDS can be used as an effective alternative approach for the survey of

migrant workers and other groups which do not have a clear sampling frame.

Patterns of Divinity-Humanity Relations and Construction of Believing
Model ; Based on survey data of Yangtze River Delta in China
................................................... Li Xiangping & Li Feng 174

Abstract : There are two opposing perspectives in sociology of religion in China: The one
follows the pattern of western traditional structuralism, the other refuses it and
emphasizes the particularity of Chinese belief. This leads to the binary opposition
between Chinese belief and western religion, diffused religion and institutionalized
religion. Drawing on data from the 2012 survey “Belief and Religion in the Yangtze
River Delta” , this paper represents the status and role of the god-person relationship in
shaping belief patterns in China from the perspective of relationalism methodologically.
The results show that; (1) the polytheists are more identified with the reciprocal
exchange relationship between god and man than the monotheists; (2) the reciprocal
exchange relationship between god and man forms a private religious experience; (3) the
monotheists’ higher tendency of group religious experience is due to their lower
inclination of reciprocal exchange relationship between god and man. The Chinese belief
models and western religion structures are not fundamentally different. The construction
of the relationship between god and man is the core of them, which is also the common

platform to study religion sociologically both in China and western society.

The Relative Risk Aversion or the Credential Decline Aversion? A

Reconsideration of the Generation Mechanism of China’s Educational
Inequality (1978 —2006)
.................................................................. Hou Liming 192

Abstract : During the social transition period of China, how do the family educational

strategies affect children’s educational attainment? Based on the rational choice theory,
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the family educational strategies can be divided into the relative risk aversion strategy
(RRA) and the credential decline aversion strategy ( CDA ). Using the data of
CGSS2006, this study explores the effect of these two strategies on the children’s
educational attainment. This paper finds that: (1) the strategy of RRA has effect only
in the stage as the children andergoes transition from junior school to high school, in
which the meritocracy has been violated; (2) the strategy of CDA is robustly and
persistently influential on the children’s educational attainment; (3) whether parents
have the high school education or above is a watershed of CDA, separating children’s
educational attainment; (4) as one of the most significant family educational strategies
in China, the strategy of CDA’s plausibility is contingent with the factors such as the
social background of credential driving force, the single — track educational system and

the meritocracy selection mechanism.
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Abstract : Facing the breakdown of physical order of teleology in modern times, early
thinkers were endeavoring to find another possible order for early modern society. The
theme Montesquieu continued researching was the necessary relations of government,
meeurs, law, human nature and other factors. This paper argues that on the one hand
Montesquieu inherited the natural law as the supreme law for social life, on the other
hand, he constantly explored the nature of society, namely the relations of all kinds of
social factors, as the foundation of modern western autonomic society. Montesquieu held
the belief that liberty consisted in the positive laws, which were based on the natural
order of things. Under the scrutiny of Montesquieu’s Society, we can enhance our
knowledge of the substantive issues of sociology, acquiring some clues for the nature of

problems in today’s society.
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