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UPR —
UYR —
Gap
Farm —
State
Colle
Wage 1000
GDP — 1000
IGDP= GDP-GDPl GDPI
L
1
UPR 2.87560 1.25458 0.34986 7.42843
UYR 9. 18666 4.45225 0.89943 26.26492
Gapl 2.59509 0.61468 1.19164 4.50000
Farml 0.52987 0.17144 0.08975 0.78237
Statel 0.53922 0.19268 0.09414 0.84427
Collel 0.29332 0. 12600 0.08100 0.69647
1GDP 0.06504 0.07131 —0.12239 0.35914
Wagel 1.67990 0.37912 1.00796 3.20110
290 29 10
1 2 Hausman
RE FE
29
10
3
3 3
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2
1
log UPR
1989 1998 29
OLS OLS
LUPRI 0.806 0.655 0.448 0.843 0.722 0.485
16.6 16.6 4.78 19.0 18.7 5.15
LGapl 0.007 0.168 0.452 —0.041 0.007 0.203
0.12 1.96 3.65 -0.78 0.09 1.44
LFarml 0.106 0.170 —0.898 0.074 0.149 —0.295
1.78 2.76 -2.31 1.38 2.64 -0.76
LStatel —0.059 —0.049 0.108 —0.042 —-0.037 0.084
-1.14 —-0.81 1.56 —0.80 -0.59 0.93
LCollel —0.061 -0.109 -0.122 —0.064 -0.116 —0.224
-1.25 -1.82 -1.35 —1.48 -2.09 -2.26
LGDP —-0.886 -0.877 —-0.838 —0.052 -0.025 —-0.108
-5.22 -5.14 —4.92 -0.20 -0.11 —0.43
Lwagel 0.034 0.130 —0.067 —0.029 0.030 -0.171
0.31 1.04 -0.37 -0.30 0.23 -0.70
R-squared 0.846 0.835 0.890 0.874 0.869 0.906
Adjusted
R-squared 0.842 0.831 0.875 0.867 0.861 0.889
LM het. Test 0.22 0.24 0.01 0.67 2.54 0.41
P 0.636 P 0.625 P 0.909 P 0.414 P 0.111 P 0.524
Durbin-Watson 1.66 1.33 1.69 1.72 1.46 1.69
F test of 3.62 2.94
A B=Ai B P 0.0000 P 0.0000
Hausman test 38.2 23.5
Hy RE vs.FE P 0.0000 P 0.0006
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log UYR
1989 1998 29

OLS OLS
LUYRI 0.763 0.617 0.418 0.795 0.659 0.439
13.3 14.1 4.00 15.1 15.1 4.23
LGapl 0.017 0.124 0.397 —0.004 0.074 0.320
0.21 1.27 2.71 -0.06 0.73 2.04
LFarml 0.172 0.251 0.197 0.152 0.252 0.743
2.46 3.50 0.36 2.29 3.67 1.42
LStatel —0.043 —0.050 —0.069 -0.023 -0.022 —-0.031
—0.80 -0.72 -0.76 —0.43 -0.29 —0.31
LCollel —0.064 —0.138 —0.341 —0.051 —0.105 —0.237
-1.25 -2.03 -3.12 -1.13 -1.59 -2.16
LGDP -0.813 —0.780 -0.762 -0.207 —0.185 -0.191
—-4.19 -3.77 -3.75 -0.71 —0.65 -0.70
Lwagel -0.076 —0.145 —0.432 -0.040 -0.023 -0.124
—0.66 -1.00 -2.07 -0.37 -0.15 —0.42
R-squared 0.831 0.822 0.873 0.856 0.849 0.890
Adjusted
R-squared 0.827 0.820 0.856 0.847 0.840 0.871
LMhet. Test 3.17 7.32 5.39 3.64 8.33 3.55
P 0.075 P 0.007 P 0.020 P 0.056 P 0.004 P 0.059
Durbin-Watson 1.74 1.42 1.66 1.82 1.52 1.73
F test of 2.98 2.76
A B=Ai B P 0.0000 P 0.0000
Hausman test 81.8 28.3
Hy REvs.FE P 0.0000 P 0.0001
t
LGapl

Roberts
2001
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3
1989 1998
log UPR

LUPRI 0.420 0.565 0.307 0.474 0.560 0.39%4

2.88 5.36 1.52 3.58 4.80 2.45

LGapl 0.343 0.665 0.883 0.141 0.493 0.237

1.86 3.60 3.76 0.58 2.33 0.99
LFarml —0.443 —0.846 -6.052 -0.321 =0.200 -2.101
-0.84 -1.49 =3.70 -0.62 -0.36 -1.28

LStatel 0.139 0.065 1.849 0.259 0.273 0.830

1.36 0.49 4.37 3.17 2.17 2.51
LCollel -0.030 -0.204 -0.147 -0.035 -0.189 —-0.244
-0.24 -0.97 -0.78 =0.20 —-1.11 -1.13
LGDP =1.007 —0.555 =0.769 —0.044 0.265 —-0.392
-3.97 -1.86 -2.03 -0.07 0.84 -0.91
Lwagel 0.257 —0.060 -0.097 —0.004 —0.557 -0.281
0.88 -0.21 -0.29 -0.01 —-1.18 —0.81

NOB 120 90 80 120 90 80
R-squared 0.915 0.850 0.719 0.929 0.891 0.847

LM het. Test 6.54 8.77 0.82 6.26 6.69 0.60
P 0.011 P 0.003 P 0.366 P 0.012 P 0.010 P 0.439

Durbin-Watson 1.87 1.83 1.80 1.97 1.83 1.70

F test of 5.33 3.35 3.73 4.22 2.19 2.30
A B=Ai B P 0.0000 P 0.0025 P 0.0019 P 0.0000 P 0.0392 P 0.0392

Hausman test 3.07 127 29.5 10.5 15.0 3.31
Hy RE vs.FE P 0.3806 P 0.0000 P 0.0000 P 0.1035 P 0.0105 P 0.6527
t
4
Theodore Schultz U
“ Benziger

1996
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4
1989 1998
log UYR
LUYRI 0.434 0.495 0.256 0.488 0.487 0.192
2.80 2.81 1.21 3.26 2.86 0.98
LGapl 0.421 0.446 0.861 0.206 0.480 0.687
1.97 1.74 2.46 0.80 1.68 2.27
LFarml 1.377 —0.346 —4.889 1.534 0.242 —3.401
1.75 —0.40 -2.99 1.92 0.26 -1.84
LStatel -0.027 0.055 1.609 0.194 0.210 0.922
-0.25 0.30 3.67 1.79 1.18 1.69
LCollel —0.452 —0.220 —0.090 —0.268 —0.253 —0.031
-2.37 =0.90 -0.43 -1.15 -1.18 -0.14
LGDP -1.252 —0.503 -0.150 —0.066 -0.032 —0.166
—4.03 —1.46 -0.39 -0.11 -0.07 -0.29
Lwagel 0.251 —0.341 —0.946 0.012 —0.570 0.081
0.69 -0.86 -3.28 0.02 -0.95 0.19
NOB 120 90 80 120 90 80
R-squared 0.897 0.760 0.673 0.918 0.809 0.808
LM het. Test 2.70 21.4 0.01 4.19 14.1 0.69
P 0.100 P 0.000 P 0.993 P 0.041 P 0.000 P 0.405
Durbin-Watson 1.68 1.75 1.85 1.83 1.91 1.90
F test of 3.98 1.38 4.67 3.56 1.08 3.97
A B=Ai B P 0.0001 P 0.2197 P 0.0003 P 0.0003 P 0.3894 P 0.0014
Hausman test 6.30 4.03 7.722 29.9 4.06 6.31

Hy RE vs.FE P 0.0978 P 0.4020 P 0.0522 P 0.0000 P 0.3976 P 0.2768

12

LStatel
3 1
0.26 % 0.27 %
0.83 % 3 LStatel
LGapl 1978
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Abstract In this paper a model is developed to focus upon labour mobility which equalizes

the benefits to migrants from working in urban and rural areas and to explore how the uneven in-

come bundle for rural peasants across provinces helps to explain the unevenness of urban provincial

unemployment. The model distinguishes the labour market experience of registered urban residents

from that of rural migrants to urban areas. In addition it is also distinguished in the theoretical

model and the empirical analysis between young workers aged 16-25 and older workers. Most of

the young workers are recent school-leavers so that these measures of regional differences in the

labour market are not distorted by the exclusion of significant numbers of laidoff workers from the

more familiar unemployment statistics.
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