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BEM bz X NL@AREEA D VL, AR TR R EENFE,
¥ 4. F ) Z (Bernanke et al. ,1999) , 7 4b, K E K HA T & = LA G4
MW ELSR, GMTHIL, KRR ENABARREAGELN ", AHER
FAATREN TR ERES, XFAEEET AN BREEFNHE—F LR, @
FLFT e A5 A W RO 3 X N W B MR BN, T 4 A I IR R A R TR
B o AR 6B s By 52 (O R AT B 5 ,2007) , kT A X & AR RO
WX EREA MERGR PP ERTREE, R ALY T 4R T IHKENXE

HREU, NAERTUE-—ERE FZHBERABERNE RIS, EibH
TAK, BRI HAEMEX, NBEAEFT A KA A Y &R (local
knowledge) , % # 12 £ I i 45 A A 2 B A 3¢ A7 By 19] B2 ( Stiglitz, 1990) . T 2006
S35 DR Fn R AR & A A & e fr B £ A 4R AT (Grameen Bank ) By A 5 8, B 7
ERENAGEREEZBAB T ERANZHOAT, AL T, 820 #4280 K
KEFBFANXFET, RENFEGELLRAGE, & L2 2017 &, RE
SEHNBE AL 8551 K, S H A 8270. 33 L T0, B 4 H 9799. 49 LT (
E A K #47,2018)

ERREAENHERIERS ,BEeNLTREIE - BEL, TXEKE
RElFwEEZERE, FRMEEDHE TN RFBRNNEH R HR
(R FT%,2010; T K EE,2011), o fl 2t /N FfE R HAT A Hr, U3k —F K%
HAER, —HRBERBRF A AR A, ITF K, A LB SR oy ik
KEUMEEGTFERENHEFEELBTERXR(E R T HE L 2018),
EthG /N G, HAERTE T EL8 T G BKT &GN 71N
B RRA MBI THE/NEE RV E Tt REEAT RN, B
ENFERAREZHE, VTR RHEEFET & XFLRAHK LK, 2016 4,
PR —EXHREGIFERMN AR B ERERNAELE", B, UN
BFENFENN IR ERERERAHBE T AL, BACRETURBRFA
BN At X — ] R Y B A XA B TR R R AT W R i K
FlE oy A B s IR BRBERTMRERAERUANRELE
Bk,

HETF W, KA B A2 R NFERTE BRI R B E
B, B AR T B A E AR E £ 45 % (PSM-DID) f i+ A 4 F &
BN AT NIRRT E, SRR LIN, URET & EAN
BAZRENAGERRIET R ABNEUNNES, FIFTERAIRBR ALK
A RN SZHL B A, DU T 6 A BN 3D B R P A AN
WEBERSR P ABNGRNZEERUAX R, BEER S ABGRANN T
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Wi AR R 2 AL T LA S,

AXEUTHAF THEE XRATT HE, —BRXAH T URA%LT
BAENWAFE R TEP RN G, AT LR % T & 4 A8
FERNTR, ELERBLE KPP ABELHE T, AN AE AR P
BN XRAR AT, B AXA R — KO LT & AN BT
AU — B K5 B BB A B4, R PSM-DID 7 3% , 44 4 A 2 An £ 31
AP (R A B 0 B D, KT AR B T B0 P A A B Y 51O A A
4R,

AXATHABHZHBT 4 | BAMEE XRAFTT DR 22 H4
NETHH AR, B3 B AR TN S 4 B RAEERDB AR 7
W — % b R B b R AL,

1 Xk = m

MAHE —FWEME R T 6 Zopa WAEHA, FAFERRAT REH L
EXH, AXEZEXEUBRANHENAR, AAXREFT TIHAHLEZR
2R EERAGEIRY FE EAA F 0 E R E A ERANE R
B (B Fa ik 58, 2017) , # T Prosper 3 3% , Klafft (2008) A 4 , # 2 A 09 12
HEREDER R EN R EEZREF, LM, Herzenstein et al. (2008) 41 &
P BT S, AOHFEd@#EERGB RN, AT, &AARLIA,
MREHEU LA, ERA RS EFEFTE 1.59%, FERF X EK 60 MEA AL
EHiGaAML, BEABRKRGERK ERAME G ARG, BERFHE
EFRFRNERAZEFTEFREZR, EFERAEREU EWERANE R
A EZH H 14 42k & (Ravina,2019) . #A K E F 457 F & —W 40 74
# ,Chen et al. (2017) X3, 5 B AE L A WA E AN TR MR B EKELEY
REMREMNFEINETNAE, A ZHFRERGNERANEY
X ERTZHAREMNERA(EESE 2015), T B & FAES, 48 5
FARIL, B HAAE R 3547 8 & 7 FR (identity claims) 41 2 % v 26 20K 2
FE P, it Prosper T & k8 & i B A #E AT XA 2 H7 J& , Herzenstein et al.
(2011) & A, MG # bR R o0 & 0 B AR R S B AR K, SR o F
Ao G EME; B ERRAN T B my” A TREEF R E,

53R A AN BB R A B, A B 45 A5 A8 1 B AR A R v B STk AR
MBS AR MR ERA, ME LK NS 8 EERDPHRENRA 8 A
B, ERANeR-T, ZITHHREMRKREGNEHERTFE0BHHE S, &
i, B RAHEER e NHREZHUFEREL2 M (B AR K
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#,2014 ;3T 4 B Ao 2= 5L, 2015 X 4 A fn 34,2015 57 5L Fn 3 4, 20165 K IE
A A 43 2017) , LU R D BUUAE S, 03 48 %5 (2017 ) A A 5t M Ao b Ak 7
HA0NSHEE 500 Z AR FPEERE,FETRKAERLKFN 4 /& FE A
BERSHMEZ AIAK mH M B A EWAE & mliEERE
BHERMNYE Ed o ANy maxlE, EdERAGAZH @,
FFE R T ERAE, 24 1 (2016) L3, W A5Gt T AR P Rk K E A
EHBENRRENL, E4HMELY (2016) £ T42E 15 4 2131 7 F %
EHFERA, NEERTUARERHR T EBBNRE, BAULE=0FART
R ENEBERAR P W B E Bl TRIOERNSERTHRE, £ TR
THENEERRARE ERERZN, AR ERE AR EHREREL,
BN EXRERE AL, EHERRAFEUTFR ., —Zx T4
MAMMXEPHRNEERFENAR, TEXENREE BERAE LRI
LRI TEXA(RERER ) BA B AR, — 7 O H LIEH R E A
MRS B AR BT, EURFHEF B AL B REFT RO A AR
AL, AT, A SUR R A 55 M AR 6 —— R GE UK B A T T AR 3
&, 12 | PSM-DID 4L 32 7y A M 5] B, £ 1t DL IR 46 o 5 0 B 2 P /D 301 4 3 R
FRNEESH NTRE —FHZANEEX A,

2 RA kb AE

2.1 SLipEA

T DL 28 F & o A 8 A 31 N BUE TR P RN B R e, A AR UL
B REAUR -ANRFASNERBZNAERAEARFZDNAERERLT
BN R, &E D, el0, 1} RTRF i 2 E Ky HIFEEZADHGE T 0 RA
SCHAEE| TN EE R, U D =155 ,D,=0, HI, RAK P i N, Bk,
MFRFP T E,FE A B S F (potential outcome ) : ik 37 H iF | % A 3 M
/NS G BN ]I, Fo ok B AE B2 g5 M N LR R R BN HIy, AP 4R A
M ANEE AP RN R By HIL, -HL,, B, 5 THEKEN n iR
PR &, K F A 3 M /N B R P B F 35 % w8 (Average Treatment Effect on
the Treated , ATT) [ L& 7= % .

owr =E{HL, —HI, D, =1} =E{HI, |D, =1} - E{HI,|D=1} (1)
Ha E{HI D, =1} kR ERHEBZ AT NG TR P EGWERRFZ
N RN, TRER ERLS RN A ENLZE E{HL D =1}, HY
¥ — N K2 L (counterfactuals ) 7, F E R ATH L L AW 7 EE 2, WA
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E, AR R EBERERARBRADTE TR PR HE,
BT ETRTRETRE. A TRPAPTE, AR ERBLAEENTE
REEE,RTRBREN P EEESRANKT, BT SEFEANEEFERR
[B] L
AR5 R AR T T R 1F) AL R, R A IR STk, AT R e AR I
B¢ 77 7% ( propensity score matching) . B F BAn T . 58, ATE T logit A £
THEKPHBREREX AENHRBAERENTERWOHAHELE P(X);
RE , ETX—ME/RIERTREE - NEZRREZLHEENTERER
PRLEA) R —AN(HSA) BA AP R A REZ A B DT RER
PR SATIRE, 85 # WK FE A i H AR E AR B AN
INEUE R AT 89 2 52 (Rosenbaum and Rubin, 1983), #F 4 , 2 T # % 4
TC R 7 kAR B oy A s M ANBUE T TR AR P PR, TR TR A
o= % (ML - Y W) HI] (2)

Nyierns, jelyns,

Hop L A, AR R TAEAR BAK S, KA TR A0t IR PR
15 48 oy 3£ 6] 344 (region of common support) ,n, & T BT I,NS, Z A H K
PHE, MTEE-NLBARF iel,NS, 5, LR E LM EL T H
AR P jel,NS, FERNG WBFHE, TE— A5 543E 03 B4R P R
EW(Gi,j) 2R AERoE P MAENARAK P WHEEESE P, ZEZHER
ik 8
AU, ETFTH AR CERENR(2)EMFEE LRETAELA ot BA
RPZEWEFERE, EZFTEMAFE-LLR, TR, LB LR S
BR,MEAslmEReHFEn TAMN(EAHE) N T EFRNEFERR,
TEBREETTAMNE R RO RIR, FRETZT 2R NEHERMAT
EERRE, Hib, A3t —F BRI UM E X5 RAFREFRR, KX
R E S B AN EME #H—F KA T HE £ 4 (difference in
differences, DID) 7 3% (Heckman et al. , 1998) . M.B, 2 -F 8w &4 CE 2w b
Wy W E £ 4 (PSM-DID) 1 i+ By UL W 25 F & A S A 09 2 2 M /N B a4 22
HRPEOFHLERN,TANRT A
ot = LS (HI - HI) - W) (HI - HE | (3)

Nyicnns, jelyns,
HA o, Mo, 2R ETRPRBZAGEENFERAME,
22 BAE REMFHERERT

AXFER W AR B ERRF 6 LE AN 17 ZANFE RIS TR
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gk FEED, HARFEE G AT T 2009 43 H oA 55 BB K T 6, @3t
Fe HeZ O ALTURFEHELFRMXFEFB RN ERIA, ZF
EWEBERBEAZ LT 1. HREL NG FHMIE R A EER2. KP4
HANBERIMFEER, EHFATEATRABRS, RN KERFEER,
B R P REA ER AR FETHEBRF KRR, ARAEHIKF B
WA T, ZIHAFER 20~60 ¥ & E A1 /NS R L 578 % 0
WX GEH — PR B R AT &3, N B AL R T R AR R ROR P
FRAFATRFIEAR HERRIEAR LR ERRTE, Ersit
SAR, HEHBATURITH KT FE, HFEK P HATHK, REEETH
A 100 T, LU ERE, ERFEEREILAHRTFERTH,

5HFRNEERTFEML, ERTFEEAUTHAANEERFE . F— i
B R W ERT G, m T A A 3 R, Y3 ny N FUE AL E LA E P
A7 | B A1 T EFARNREEERERR PR S TR T 4
MHR&RA FTHE U LBEEFEZ TN RAEAFTEELEFEONKT;
ZVHRRPFEEFAF AR THANEERTE, ERTTFEHHEA 2%
BB AR, HAR R & B B RO 1% 0 R 455, 5 4h 4 S B G AILAR O 0 B
k%, FEARRLZFEERME TS RATHRDNHGE FA Y N H TR
K, ZREAWMLRATERWE A KPP NEGEERBRAAMNFEET TEK
G &, BT LU R AR R — AN A B DU 28 O A o 72 DN B AR
Pb.

Y R E R AR IXORE DL 5 R B 5 /NS R B R 2014 4
HRRFEHEG 1T XA CERINMAERE L P #TT AP RE, &
T RN ERIAAERRE, A T EEFEREEREE, WA EEET
LT F B SR U b R E S AR TR B I U i A B K, AR LA ok U A 3 b
& | optimal design 2K FiTE T FEMR/ANFERE N KIZHE 10 1 it B4
F2 4 (treatment group) HE A &, B X, W EEFRX/INHE RN E A E L 17
FNMTEE PR BN, B EFE RN PR ERENERE P (EEF
o (R RR AR BE, X BR PR AU R RNAE R
HATMB T BB ENRRFIFEA  BBATENRESBRE P FHER—F
B A H R P, X R P A R X BB 4 (control group) o VB AR H T W AT I E B9

O N1T ZAGENAERIM P2 EEFHFRRERABEEH T MG FO FARKRET &
et ERERREF AL ZHEAWMRKL L VALK EHE EHTHEEXRRK T L LEEHR £
TR R AE A AR AL R AR T BT T e 4k 000 B R 32 R I B 3k 48 A T SRR
202 R R RS EREELR RS FREALTHREL RS WG EETR &%/
ARBREFS TERAGARKEFO FEEFHEBALRREN S FREFEEINL RN,
FERFEH &2 ERENTERRES,
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HRAH#AT, PENEREZEZCHEUT ZH 4 #iF ADMA LR (FH RikK,
LHEEE BERN) FFEAREFRE(ANCHAE FHAHHE SHITTA
B) LR HIEA 2013 FREBNE L (FKE LSRN R ERN TH LB,

THRMRNFHEMBN) , RKBAERIHRT 1028 A K F %5, P A
WAEARR P 522 AN, At B4R P 506 A, 2016 4F,17 F /N FE R L E # 4
2014 SFEZREN R P HAT T BERE, B E N AR 2015 FrDA L KERK

NEW, UERABZFH M RAET EURNBARAEAR P EKREFZRN

SERNERHHE, A RNMBFIEERARTEAR P RN T HRMET
[ #

FIRETHRR P NERAR, TUEE, S EHRME -, JLTEAH
HHRPEFZRENTAFEFE P 648 PRPEBEHEENTHARY AXEX
BRI, EABEAKRFN63%,360 FRABEXENTHIEZEFE, b
MARYT AREFIAEGRANZIHE, ELWERLK P 0 35%, 2 H 20 FKF
ERARNTRENEIH W RAKRKIHE, R EAHELRLK 2%,

®1 KPERAR

1A % 2 A% H
EEF & EiYil 648 63%
WY EE(REFITHE NRTE) 360 35%
FERABF(RBENATE) 20 2%

RAXHARNEZZHRKFTFEER RN Z o, BT L BUR P A 4l
N X HME Inincome 1E A W BER &, B4, 8T M ERKEX K P AH LK
NEULRE AW B0, AT T AR P A B SR A R BN
(Inruralincome) | A 3 % Y 48 N (In eincome) | A 34 T % H48 N\ (Inwage) DL & A
5 A 4 N (Inotherincome ) , H 1 F 2| H AR T b, L E S AR E, K
X &B RATH BN BT H T L2013 £ 7 M 2015 FHETRE, &
N ERERERRRERRT 67 (p2peredit) , 1 R ENK PIRE T HRRF
B UMEY 1, EHMEL 0, FTHAMHFL TR, RNLEHRT —
RZUTHBURFEBEIRRTTFERRNETE, BET R DA RS
fE, Hd KPS AR B AR 2 A F 1 (age) 2 # K & (shaoshu) |, X At
A2 JE (edu) A0 45 474K U0 ( maritalstatus ) | 5 FE 4 AE LR B 3 R E A B &3 (pop) o
% 5 71 % & (labor) DL B 4P i %7 50 77 A % (outlabor) . %04 3 AKFAE N K 2,

KIWMET A BAAAIE LK P 2013—2015 4 5 BN b B H B AT
WER, THRAN,(DERKTFEHRRAHMMEETRAIZEN K EKAE
I LUK P 2013 g AR 12212 0, B E R TR E AR P AH 4%
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x2 HIEERFE

EEALR TERTE REREME & " WEME HE kE RAME RAME

VO K » VU

Inincome HAH AL B 1028 9.140 0.850 6.646 12.092
Yo >t B nincome WAL & T EA 9 09
" KPP A#H R
@iﬁi ée Inruralincome  BEAZTE £ ¥ A/L I 1028 6948 2.903 0.000 12.029
At 3
RPABHIH
S T N
j;iﬁ;; In eincome HEALE Yok A0 B 1028 1.892 3.642 0.000 11.513
At %
AT R SN
4&)\z¢;§fﬁ In wage BEALE Mk A/ B 1028 5.277 4.181  0.000 10.820
it %
e
A EMIN Inotherincome  H AR K & f;i//;;ﬁ;% 1028 3.340 2.761 0.000 10.830
FARE R i v 1=HEA0=%
b p2peredit NETE i 1028 0.508 0.500 0.000 1.000
(L IEA
B AR age HEAEE ;;*/\FFW 1028 40.565 8.603 20.000 58.000
,THTA/\FE& N 1=%’/I\§k%
- shaoshu NEEE  HK;0=F 2D 1028 0.182 0.38 0.000 1.000
' R %
e =5+ & U
;2;:/\;(1& edu HEEE ;0= K 1028 0.109 0.312 0.000 1.000
o M
(e 1= 0=
j;;t/\ﬁwg maritalstatus NEEE /_{{ﬁ;{ﬁé’o o 0om 016 000 100
FIEA B EE pop HEATE Z‘f’f“’z/\u 1028 4.202 1.272 1.000 11.000
/wﬂk//\
I ; e BRPREFH
%5l #E  labor BEALE b B A 1028 2.776  1.061 1.000 7.000
FE S 5 KA FEESH F
lab B 1028 1.047 1.060 0.000 5.000
By Ag O # 0 Bl A

EoRTAEBSFEAAS LY EPN ABTE RN AHTHRERANAG LRI NTEA O,
KT R TCE AR BOR WAL S E, R BN b 0, R 1 UK,
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*3 WRAFALEAFARKF 2013—2015 F BTN TR ES T

Xt BB 4 A FB A DID
2013 4 2015 4 1 2013 £ 20154  #MH 40 7B 413 B8 4
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7)=(6)-(3)
9.238 9.383 0. 145 9. 045 9.484 0. 440 0.295 "
Inincome
(0.841) (0.764) (0.409) (0.850) (0.742) (0.677) (0.035)
6.711 6. 689 -0.021 7.179 7.379 0.200 0.222*
In ruralincome
(3.190) (6.498) (1.416) (2.578) (2.891) (1.777) (0.100)
1.462 1. 680 0.218 2.310 2.694 0.384 0. 166
In eincome
(3.321) (3.542) (1.555) (3.886) (4.160) (2.188) (0.119)
6.038 6.282 0. 244 4.540 4. 856 0.316 0.072
Inwage
(4.026) (8.212) (1.104) (4.200) (4.301) (2.377) (0.116)
3.227 3.318 0.091 3.449 3.529 0. 080 -0.010
In otherincome
(2.792) (2.837) (0.538) (2.729) (2.881) (1.422) (0.067)

VE (1) = KR p<0.01, #% £ p<0.05, * K7 p<0.1;(2) 5 F AAREZE,

WO (494 14814 T0) ;(2) B4 Fndb B 41K P A3 4 N 78 2013—2015 48 [
WA T ABERNEFH w2 EA T EA, LEHR A AHKAN
W EG fTHAWERNLT 14.5%, T EMNHEK T 4%, 5% &m0
CEVAEZERE IRNERKTFLEERREM,

ERRIETHERNEFRATRGFEERTURT RS AHLRN,
B —HRENEERBRANAFETERRTFEHRNYH, TG4 T HMEZR
WL RBEARAR A EEMRIE, BRETFEERARPF ABERNG P
WA FERN I — PR E N EA LN T EHATIEE S,

3 SEHESAHT

3.1 HIHHAR P REERRF e FROGMEGFE

HATME AL CREAM AN EZPHEANE —F 2 FERETEA
FENARBLE, IHAKFPFRRERKRFEERNMEELIE, TXFEL
ROBEERSBHR P REERT T &R, — &=, N R A %
ERGEZENRPTER, THEEREHNMARE(EH HFLE
) REFELAERZRNKRIL, FHik, TURTHRPHR P RETRRTT &5
WHEREN AR EM T THEA,

Credit, =6, + 0,7, + v, (4)
Ho Credit, R K P i EERBHEREFeER, ERRAGE, WRAEHY 1, E
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HEHO, Z RTARPHA P RBARTFEHERNE R, ARG HEFARK P
MRS RIEZHELE) RERE(ADHE FohAHBE SHITTA
BYRFERN, ARRXEHRIFAZERR P AONZm, XL T EHX
A 2013 SFE B, KA logit # A it DL EE A SH4E B )3 2 )5 A A AR A A
BANFEARR P IRGE KRR 648 5 o AT TN 12 BN E B A K P e sh 3k
BHRRF 66 K000 R0 ME, R 2] 80 m 5 0, BATAT A2 A A
T BB 4 A A AT T FR , &l HEH T ZIT . ( Epanechnikov kernel matching) .5 St 1
i 4 I T . 3% ( 5-Nearest neighbors matching) A X ¥ 42 IC 2. ( Radius matching) .

32 IEERES R

WIS ERP, BARAERAGENERR P RBFHERKGT 6 H KN EF 2
J& 30T DAFE b A b b S AT T R e b R AT, (B8 T ARGE T BLAR Bl — AR
IE B R f 4 A I8 BE AT 984T F 7 A 5 (Smith and Todd, 2005) , #4650 %t 2
ERPBAELZERMA A B, AL BAMEFHAZAESMAFAELITEX L
ML EEER,

FA4MKRSLRT FERERBHNER, X4 T HARTEEN, CRE
M EAfBAR P EAARFAELTETF AN REREDBKT 14.5%, [
B R E A EAT G BARPENARAEREZRNEZUERL W p 4
EOSULE, FACREAEARGBAR P ZEAFFLARITELLWEE
MER, HH,IREEPTH L E AR E N Z (%bias) 4 X EH /N T 9%, T
Rosenbaum and Rubin( 1985) A Jy IC B2 J& & A7 Y M 2 4 3T /N T 20% , % 7 LA
HIEEMRERS, kS Tm, RREHLEAMGBARPRKEMEp E H
1, ZFRME B ENBEA T ELEA Y BARFFLAEALITEX LW
DEEZR, WEEREXW, KW AABRT A B AL ELLR P 28
EZR FHREREWNHAZE A RERNBELTEFELZERAG 2T/ HE,
HWAEEARITEX LB EREZ R,

F4 LEATEHTEERE (1)

Unmatched Mean t-test
Yoreduct
Matched a3 4 pugikil Yobias ”e. e t p>t
bias

U 9. 045 9.238 -22.800 -3.660  0.000
In income

M 9.062 9.078 -1.900 91. 600 -0.300 0.766

U 7.179 6.711 16. 100 2.590 0.010
In ruralincome

M 7.185 7.281 -3.300 79. 500 -0.600 0.552
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3
Unmatched Mean t-test
Yoreduct
Matched A3 4 B8 41 Yobias 0“? e t p>t
bias
U 2.310 1. 462 23.500 3.760 0. 000
In eincome
M 2.165 2.148 0. 500 98. 000 0.070 0.944
U 4. 540 6.038 —-36. 400 -5.840  0.000
Inwage
M 4.674 4.821 -3. 600 90. 200 -0.560 0.578
U 3.449 3.227 8. 000 1.290 0.198
age
M 3.416 3.402 0. 500 93.700 0. 080 0.935
U 40. 360 40.777 —-4. 800 -0.780  0.438
shaoshu
M 40.552 40.592 -0.500 90. 500 -0.070  0.942
J U 0.188 0.176 3.100 0.490 0.623
edu
M 0. 191 0.192 -0.200 92.900 -0.030 0.973
U 0.092 0. 126 -11. 100 -1.780  0.076
maritalstatus
M 0.093 0.084 2. 800 75.100 0. 480 0. 629
U 0.975 0.968 4. 000 0. 650 0.516
pop
M 0.976 0.972 2. 800 30. 800 0. 460 0. 642
U 4.253 4.150 8.100 1.290 0.196
labor
M 4.254 4.242 1. 000 87.700 0. 160 0.877
U 2.787 2.765 2.100 0. 340 0.734
outlabor
M 2.807 2.787 1. 800 14. 500 0.290 0.775
*5 EEHIERNTEERDE(2)
Sample Ps R? LR chi? p>chi2 MeanBias MedBias B R %V ar
Unmatched 0.053 76.95 0. 000 12. 1 8.1 55.5 0.86 22
Matched 0.001 1.72 1. 000 1.7 1.8 8.2 1.19 0

33 HEZHEAR

B ERPNENR , MEF LB ENAERTAEARSBAR P 2

8] By 1 22 , 124 R BT A 40 28 41 R P L 1) 45 0 0 B, T AR ) LR P I AR o A
BRI, KSR EENLEAR P RE G 2 A RE A BAKRP, AW ERF2
T MR ERBN; RZFA, EHARMEE, FEHINET EHEHAE
F£ Bl AT A = A B (Heckman and Vytlacil 2001), AT b, fE A 17 11 43 2
Mﬂﬁﬁt—/ﬁmﬁﬁsﬁ¥i’mﬁﬁrZH T FHE A R HEATRE, U
BRAEF L EL B BAR TR G LN ELARE, FE L ERLHR
P B SR AP AL 3 4 Fr 45 ] 41 P AR 0 TR E A B MR (off support) LA F Tk
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1EAF A P M 15 ot KB Fn e /NME — B, NTT R 4E — B AE AR Bt [/ i,
RECRERE,

H1ERTAEAMNBARRR A0 GE28 20 EL, TURA, &
RAEAF BAFERR P PRS00 HF R, EEERES LR -5, X
R TR AR N A F WA, Bl R, H AT K I A AR P
BB E TR H N, 0w RSB R, S+, R4 %
TR P (AL LS PO BYA 16 ), & Ja, AT A I 4 Fn xd B4 0 4%
KR FHERH K 507 5 490 4,

Untreated: Off support [ Untreated: On support
I Treated: On support I Trcated: Off support

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
Propensity Score

1 NRAMGEBARFAHEESSHE

34 HEARZR

Ex— R A0 2 R & AR A M A A5 LB 7 % e AR 2] By HT i AL
At AT UERER — KPR TREDNTMNBAEGREEHLEER
TERA, B, REXNG)REG B AT ENFE R TFRARNGZH,

FORTTHALRILE AW NEZN)EHEITHERRTTEERMTK
PABGUNBARBANYHER, TR, AR R EREERRN
—%, BRm T, HRFFEREXR P AR N8 T340 58 3 bt
0.250, HE 1%MEFEAKF LR ZF, ERAELEAR P AH RN &5 H 5t
BAZD IS ANERSE, ETHAEARP AHARNTE 2013 F B HE N 12212
TG ,3X & B 2013—2015 F 6 B R GR-F & & R4 4B A R Pk T 3053 76K
N R 2EE,
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®6 EHREFAMERWAEAKRFPBNIZM

In income In ruralincome In eincome Inwage In otherincome
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
Epanechnikov kernel 0.253 *** 0.204 0.278 -0.024 -0.015
matching (0.036) (0.101) (0.244) (0.117) (0.069)
5-Nearest neighbors 0,262 0.206 ™ 0. 308 -0.018 -0.020
matching (0.037) (0.103) (0.251) (0.120) (0.070)
. . 0.286 " 0.226™ 0. 245 -0.028 -0.011
Radius matching
(0.035) (0.098) (0.230) (0.114) (0.067)

VE (1) sx KR p<0.01, s £ p<0.05, * F 5 p<0. 1;(2) # Z F 2 i bootstrap 7 i 1 | #9 47

BiE,

WA, T EEE KT 6K PN S AR R R
BRI R P AN TR L BRN T LR THRERN AR
fidx N, fEF PSM-DID # A st H K R F e B RWBR AR N #T R, BE6
F(2)~(5)Trm, ERAFEERAR P RN RN EERIL KW
R KRN REEN,HRLT 5% BEFMEATHRE, Tt = KBRANH
FHNALE, XTREARRFEHERWEREP AR, —FH, ZERK
BAEMKMNLUNELEFZREFENRER S I, TS ARA L NEH L
FTERRBERGFRAERVET F—F W, ZEX TR EmME T RERN
BIRWAR P RE, M TRURERN, R LA REEERN TR ER, B, H
TRYAEFSHEZHEEA, BT a5 ZER RS T a5 wRD,
HHATERTEIRERN, X 0GR TAXER(EK6F47])MIEEL, BR
ZEREFUHEX AT EAREN, FELRNE, BAH 35% MR P 152
ATHLAEFE BEFHEREF(EK6 %3 7)), EKGF & & FHRAEHN
FREFRFIEHEBEN, —PMTROEEZ, i THEREERAERAN(—
WET2H), RERBERFT AMLEENEE, B E K S BN ERTHER
ATHRmeReE BT RZERANNRFEARI AR, 74, MK
FRIVEEFED, A THEHLZE (360 ) Bz R P ERAEER N, Bk
T E T power 14, TEFR L FHNEE,

4 — AT

41 RBEMELE

B35 A PSM-DID 77 %, RATE 2] 7 XHFE R RF 6 #5707 URE KA
RN, B ZEREN TRARERER LERE, XFEH*—FHB



ERES B ZAF FW EFAK: BFLELBERFTHNERSRPAN 229

o, AM, ATRMNFATTRERLE,

RN, MBI R ENEREELENTH MR Z £ 55
TR AR B, AR 3.3 F R KA Ex R L HBEHATT
¥ib FHIAE R FEAD L%, AR AR U, &0 SRR
LLERRFPREHABERRTEERNRBATHETRNE BT, WREF
EEANFTTRNNZREE, LZRFLERN R T RBFARFETE
PR B HRON B 4 b BT A R R ST AR R B R, BT 3T AR IR B O %
BEWMETENRE R, BERAAXXANBECETRAFENRFDPAR
K2 E ARG, B R T — AT RN B &2 F PR
PHERFTERFETFEEFIIBRN, Bl MK EE A TSR
PHEAHERRERRTFaERE ZERANKTE,

B SRR SR AR ST AR I 191 4% 2 TC B 7 R R BN AT 4R, (B xR Rkt
THERBRAIF LA S, % T A T (Ichino et al. ,2008) , 4 4 4o 5 ¥ 48 5L 1B
W AR ETENGBEMESR T %, BT ENERP RO T 44, BREF
A4 2 B T LI B A B A R UL G R A A T A ST AR R R S R R R
ARMAEETUARANT RN EEFENR K, K E, LELTANE E
HEHERNTTANEENREEN TSN CRETES EFANTANN L E
—RARFNERLTEES KR mEA N ICEE EE 4T ITR
TEREAREAAEFHAERMLNK R, T AN R EFRNE RN RENR,

R TR AL A T AR A W A & #4947, 3 A Ichino et al. (2008)
W7, RATRA AR ERAN TR ERETN T TR RED TN EE
o, RTILMTHETHENGREESD LR, & FW N kT EE
AT UM EEGRNNHRE, AFRNENELTRNMGEES R R
EAURGERFFEERNARKX R, YXFMBALA 1 B, R TA TN
FEESRNFRPFEETURBFERRFEERBEL; SXAMRAE AT 1
LR TATRMEEELIN SRR RETUREERFEFEEREA
Ky SX AR NTF L, FTRAMYEELHERNFL P RE T UKE
HRRTFEERAMK, FELN, KX Z AT PSM-DID 77 3% 15 2| 09 F 3 4
EYMNEITERZARREEF AT, SR ENEE WA ER
Pt ERZ AT ERERELEHEA TR, flin, k6% 17 FHLERN
By /ME K 0.253, ek 7 AR EE R op A8 B P AL B B 3T & R K
B A 0.236, BT, THT 7.2%, NEITEEMLEE, TibEUABLL
UANARUNZHTEEREN EREHE 19K FLEARTEX L NEEH,
Fol, BEREITRERZBANTHR, EHERRTEERTURIER P, AH K
ANEKX—ZFBRAERE,
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®7 BREEZMOEBIEE

ATT &R 3 W
0.236 "
A A 35 AN L 1.021 0.943
(0.039)
B . 0.221 "
DZHEREEN 1.049 0.921
(0.031)

VE xR p<0.01, wx kR p<0.05, * % 7R p<0. 1

42 FFHES

AWM EH T, KNFENETER VA GLAEBAR P W THLERN,
EABS , BNEARRERARFTEERATFARAUANKRFRAREREZET T
B, HERRTEERNEHETEARAE, ¥ TRERAE, AXEFEA
PSM-DID 77 skt 3l F A ERA QLA E T %, 2 AT HERETE &%
RAAFERNAEFFRRDELER P A EBRNEEH,

K8 METRAUMNMWER, TURA, HRRTEERAL T ALL
BMANFEAFHR B EINH A LR REHME, BERE, RETRRE
F & AT A RNA T 50% 28 K P iR & F EKT 10% 5 90%
ALER P EEERP AHERNK TN A RE, HRKFET 6 7R RF
AN IE W RIER AR KERA,EINUBRKE, AL X R
FlEF(012)ER=Z4NEHAEE R IR -ZK, ERERFHN 2N FR AP
EPRNKTFRFPEEEZBEAATEX LHEFE,

®8 EREFAEEWAEERAHGYNK PN
10th quantile 25th quantile 50th quantile 75th quantile ~ 90th quantile
(D (2) (3) (4) (5)

0.439™ 0.188 0.118" 0.281 " 0.297™
(0.194) (0.128) (0.070) (0.104) (0.133)

e (1) sk £ R p<0. 01, #% K5 p<0.05, * %7 p<0.1;(2) %5 # & i1 bootstrap 7 3% 1% 2| 49 47
%,

kernel matching

5 “bfeEil

FMRAERFFETFROTHR P BERE, AXFRZT EREF &7
RPN RN R, 7 T ARBCHE FT DU R K P T DB b B [ R
W2l b AR SCRA PSM 7 xR P HATIRE AR B BIRE R P B /W K
BB R ER, RABFHITFETEREFEERENR S ARERNDN
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P, EEERWT,

F— HRRFEBEROREX TR, AERNEA L F W E (R 1
Rt R ZERELT SHREESRE, % =, HREF & HRTR P AR
NHR TR R R B A R P BN R RRNEIL, K T HR R &
WA TR AEFEE - R REERAER; = AT B ABE RN R
PR B AT AR SCR I, B R P A AN B 3 e, BOR R & R R AR
PARERNNRIERZNE L THEE W8S EINUBEE,

Lo, HEELATHAZRR N AN, MARRERRGEFE A5
AFTEMEKNELSTHRATHENEPZE, M REX LMK R RARET
BARAIER R, EAAFRUARRE KRR E L&A RNA,
e Oy R RO A AR PN E R R PR R A
ARG T, BLAFEEERE T X, EREF & 7T DB 8 &
RKARPREANERLEFZENATHERTIR, ZBT RPKNAHEN S
SRERRATLBTFENRMEE, M EE DA EEDFERNE L
TFHIEH T E RN, R E B R R o R TR, B,
BLZAE A RS AT & S B 5T & dk R B9 B I, B SOH R 45 TR
&5 LA/ NIE R 6 LI B KR, R IR AR PN R EEEA
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Microfinance and Farmers’ Income in the Context of
Digital Inclusive Finance

Shaoping Li'  Ming Qin’  Yongqging Dong’

(1. School of Advanced Agricultural Sciences, China Center for Agricultural Policy, Peking University;
2. School of Accountancy, Chongqing Technology and Business University ;

3. College of Management and Economics, Tianjin University)

Abstract Compared with the traditional microfinance institutions ( MFIs) , as one
kind of digital inclusive finance, online platform microfinance can not only diversify risks,
reduce information costs, but also alleviate the problem of insufficient funding. Using a
panel data set from Yinongdai—a lending platform, this paper empirically examined the
impact of lending platform on farmers’ income. The propensity score matching in
combination with differences in difference ( PSM-DID ) analysis shows that; lending
platform did improve farmers’ income, and this is mainly through raising the farmers’
agricultural income. Further study shows that the effect of lending platform on net income
has the U-type relationship with initial level of net income per capita. This article suggests
that in the critical period of poverty eradication, the government can guide and support
lending platform to support rural development and expand the strength and resources to

return to poverty.
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