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WARABEFRNFIREEGHFHRANBRBFABANEEZN A, 22X DL 4N
[ B 2% ML (peer effect) , B B A “4t & 3 # 7 (social multiplier) 4£ A , 7 H 2% 5 A 1% & K I
ETWHRERBHR AR DMEGFRATEERMATTRAETARBRRANEE
R . RBERNENE, B —HEF NI RN ZEHEMBRAATHIERIEG N
AHW AT EEABRRBAERNREBL, EHGEHFEES R B RIF
ARBED  BRAKERBFRLWANBERTF L EAGHETRXRGTERENT
HERE. Y- AEANNHARERN Z . ER B EBARR TSR 2T RIA
R, Frob s KX A RAN AL B o0 8l F 5N T REF KB, A 2Ry R e
B THEARBEfMERNBHELEENERTHL,

AR AABRAREEXBASETHRSE FR.FA AR FELEWEZTH
A HFETHN MR BRSO EFES A O FHALHAT X 2 (40, Frijters et al.,
2019; # 41,2019; Horrace et al., 2021; 5 % fa 40 41,2021 ; 2 # % ,2022) , B & N K £
bk HEE AR B, 4T,k B AR (peer group) By X 2 5 Bk, #145
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BER B W T R AR T E W 1% 17 B ©(Manski, 1993; Bramoullé et al., 2009), T # & iF
UL R Rl = - & QoA B G oA

BRI AR WA BRI R E A EEI., - WL N SIS S &
FELBEANTTRBES, wE LW XEFT D FEKIH HAE (A Health) , £ 1% 7] %
L2 A E L8 KA K (Calvo-Armengol et al., 2009) ;8% & 3 T 35 W B fL 45 i
KEAKNERAK R, R R NI E NN R B CE R o4 41,2018, R 7 %,
2020; W F.202), M. ETERFEEM LR AEEZHAF A BEZFA A, BAHT
Bl ANEXSBEBEAZRE . AF AN ELRE (W, BEZXREOERK
HAEHTEREFARMELATHELERN R MEMAFENFEZ AP AKXRFESZEF N A
GWARH, WA BHLEAAFRESHARERA SR PR WEKE. FREA T EELA
8 &  (Kogovsek and Ferligoj, 2005) , 7 2 52 B 24 12 % , 4 A1 2 0 J& K 414 # 2 2
Huf T EA TR R AR,

AXREREFEERH KRBT F £ NI BAF H B A (peer) X R By #|
ARE M BLETRE, HRTHER FELAEFREHR AXRINBETERET A
AEMERH#XRFEXANK”. HETERARERN L, EAGREITHABEK LW
RGBFEHRMNBENELNEEmER, FHlH. X —dxWENHE, T5 58 NE%H
B3 5 B4 1K % K 2 4 (Bramoullé et al., 2009) L% M S8 B, B Ib. A T 4
AHEXBHEERIND AXBEINEARBERN LI NEF  EEBELTNERAL NS R
BIHAEBROOREMRHENL NBRE;EZR. &6 XN T KRBT 7 BAXNRI K
BE- , A R AR 45 1% 5] B (Bramoullé et al., 2009;Patacchini and Venanzoni, 2014), 18 4%
—RHE HFUAAREET OREF—HNAZEREZTLEL AXW RN SHE
FENLEER I ELRATLRRFE RIEFAIRAEZ AR WL, RET HHF
RKEAREFFRE AR ERALRERY .

HETREFABBEHENGSEMHEIRNE R CGEEAFAF L ELRILEAE ®R
MR BN, HA THRRE -HEAARFENHAR (B — R B —AEE),
RAXEFEW AR BFEERAN LIRS, AT T U # — PR EBHEFRE, AKX ZFH
BRI EENERY N, BLEREW BEATHIXANBZIEAZRY W, BX
AERRH#EE. AV LHAE. MEX AN ETHEREREHREL AR ENRE
(Granovetter, 1973), A SUSEIEIE 5, 4 5 M F M 5 .k R 58 JZ MK, IE 1) By 6] 2% 2% RL K
DEEHIXAEFRARKNEAEEZZRY W W EF AN ZR LT HFTEHE
AN E LS E

@ Manski(1993) 45 H 7 B — B & & 89 MK A 4 04T 8 & I E & BB (endogenous effect) | 4 4 3 B (ex-
ogenous effect) , % Bk B B (correlated effecO fr $ H Wy, WAER M B E —BEF NI EA S A BET I EA
WH W ERMRENRAT R A B AT, AMBFETEAMUAEBRENASFEMUHTHEN; X
BN R BEE AR E R RN A AT AN A AT R, ER MR EA R BB N,
P R A AR 55 B B UK 1R R (Berlinski, 2023) . T A 4 2R A 5 B BR U F A X A At 2 BB R L B
M Manski(1993) B g 45 H A BB M A E RN E M H RN EEZRH I K., 4T LHEHAXFRER > . XK EE 4
G P
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A XH#— F ¥ F 4+ F b # N\ (school engagement) , 4 5| & 1§ & #% A (emotional en-
gagement) 4 ANLH BFF K, b & N A& FE 4 & % )\ (behavioral engagement) , 40 i |4
N RESEEE URAEREEAN A FIHE FIRAEEHEFOEEY,
HE A ABERAN AR ELFRENFAGLATLEEAY W . I 2 8 KA REANEA
(Bandura, 1986; Micari and Pazos, 2016), % W & N B £ % w1 % 4 th % 1 % 3 (Furrer
and Skinner, 2003; Fredricks et al., 2004; Schmidt et al., 2017), B ¥ % x & W &
MR ERBEFERTRKENESNCEA . HTMBREFIFNAHELAEN. KA TK
FREBANEEANFABREEINH N A Z SR TR EGEHFTELNAFAER
BEEHEHRFEUUTER AT B2HFRAELEDHT L IERR., ARET . HHENFEL
N WmERFENFEIRB RESEEFEIRAMOEFRRARERELN AT
SEFW R ERBAER . AN ARSI AT B B S B A R PR AR T
EZE URWM—HHRARE Y MELH T #TTNEEMREELSE, AR K
BREMEHRWETREREAES . H - FHR DO H AN EM DR, KRAESE,
BENAMAFAF VXN FELFLEZHREN AR ER S W, BRI X R BE HIE, R
B BL K

=B AR B

AARBHEBRNARGHEZ L UFINFAEE S, Add Health R X M EXMH L T E £
MESEH A ZWNEF A HALERE XA Z X EDWER K, Presler(2022) # fl & T
HAHACENELEX R RANFEHETNPRAX R EAFERBHNIRTFE S %
BZMEE., KFERSERRF EERE A, Emflsr, K¥ & 08 EKEERK
AT E L84 &8 B 5 (Martin et al., 2020C, FE M, A X % E k¥ 4 BHK,

BERTMBEFAEBNRXERREAANHAATE L. AN TASH TN AT
PHENR FEEAFREEERESINAZZKAEN,. M ES 25 2400 F &
Ao B AFAZRAHWN M TR T NFZLEERF, REE, KAF4£ -8R EFE.F
N HmEMESD . B ME, NTIH RS E LR WL, KFEREKEEGE R
At & B g (Martin et al., 2020), FWEA K FH ETEE S, AR P H LR X
A AN FAEAOF LI EIREG. T E . IREF AT AERR, A4 EH
B G EE RS ALY RANEHERI L., U, AXREE - RB

Big1 EXFEHTNE S FEFLRINE RN,

H-F EHFFART . FLBAB AR FLRANETESHE R, FLEAN
EHFEEFIABRFHEIANFRRSERRANEE . TEAEFIRAMEREANA
NFE. ¥IB/NBERFAEEFIFHFINIETAXRA . R EAZNRESHE
& B k4T % (Furrer and Skinner, 2003; Fredricks et al., 2004), & &% N X i % 4
EFIARPEHRRRE a2 E FIRSOHFEE XA NS CEE

® Martin et al. (2020 F| A& T A0 [TEHER R AFEMMA KRR, AAEEERBHENETEE NN
K. BREFZEFRPHEAMBLRNE, RRATEEFEED —LHARE 2 RE ¥ &0 RHK,
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(Fredricks et al., 2004), MM FEEEN . BF GG HBFENFREDINS S, AT
RE M % W gk 45 (Ainley and Ainley, 2011; Conner and Pope, 2013; Schmidt et al.,
201D, FENIFRAEAR. MERKAH . TR FRFEANFAECSNWEE,H WY WM
My IR, RN ER YR LIT S xR AR R Rk EH,
) 4n, Schnitzler et al. (2021, p.635) A 7 LT I5] A k& M & 4 & # N : “In the preceding
lesson, I was happy to be there.”(ZEM —F i F . AR B X AP E) , B L HFERZL N
b= = A =

AHRABREARF  RZMWERFRF AN RERK L ER LA FEFLH
N RN EER. X . AHFERNNFAERLR R, EHEF B, EHE R LF TS
fft (Fafchamps and Mo, 2018), & 3t B W ARy 2 3] BB % 3] 7 A F % 3 R ANATH -
AEEWNDH #MPHEF LRI AR SRR RGF LK TFH L L RS
FIFECEM S ,202) EFEWNE LA TR mFLEANEIRN, Bz EFE TS TF
AFVEHERBANTOLSmEBRRER. RFNRHFL2HAAFENERER L F
ST AR 3 H ¥ 0 & HL(Wentzel and Wigfield, 1998), X Z H 4 % AR 2 £48 . % &
AR BB BT PR R Y R ARG I, & (2 3k E 4 oy & 4E fr & 3L (Connell and Wellborn,
199D, BER.EGERFHIEF HAEENFLERA AT RILFEFEFHRER, T
KEHEKZE, A, EABEHENREES RE R . FRE . FEA R Y
HEFAFTFRBERNHELAALE AR R EFAEERTFNARINE T Z A NF L
NN, B BELEZHERPARFANBRERBEANSEREREANZEEH
b B,

AXERARE FARBEHETFALINEL EXHXRAEETNAEEKT. PAH
WRGERANFAENKCERBRREME ¥ REMAE, T FENFRLNT &
AT, HE ABBERAARHR AL REAFECELATEEARH . FH 2t E
REANEA HERAER, B ¥EFREMXRZAETNPARS W EA T A
& T T R KNS E S, T H ¥ gl A & &\ (Bandura, 19865 Micari
and Pazos, 2016), % F A ER - X W& TN FAEM THELEG M EZ G, B
MEF AR FLRAELER B EDHE LM ANERNFIZAEREREN AT
®HE AT RE

B2 AFAFLXRANEHFR L BINSEFI BN NEFTRBANT N EH
FAEYH.

= EERH AR WA E L B R

(=) #4E KR 5 4 W 4 2

REBEHRTNTEAE ERAFER BB AAS ETET. REFEHME R
o BT ERAFM . AXKEEREAFEREFART R 7 MK BIEMRZF KT KHB W
Mg .t — S GFERFE RECERURATRERAERE . HTFLRIAN

=1
GE
B % 2% RL A 58 DL B A ok AL AR B
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IR & & S A

AXBERAEMEL LT ERR 2015 HEFE 2017 AAR AW EERE HFHFEE
FEHE. UK 2015 F9 AFE2018F 1 AREH - FREABEIHEEE, FER=ZAH
W EHAT AT B E £ 2015—2016 F F W A ¥ H.2016—2017 2 EHNFH, UK
20172018 4 % — 1, 3EiH 5 M FH (20152018 W ¥ A £ R ¥k . L. 0K
AR REZHEATF . GEI2EFMENRERREEFLEEEL . URRE FETR
FGBFEER AV BEX G AR M 8 fet i,

BRI E B ARF 2015—2016 ¥ F WA FH F W ¥ A RN 2015 F By kK — % 4
2016—2017 #EWAF M0y % £ B KRG 2015 Kb K Z %4, 0L K& 2016 &0y k — 3
£52017 2018 F 4% —F WM F E RN G £ T 2015 Wy A = % 4 .2016 K th K =
FAECAK 21T BN Ak %%, WA GG HFHFHERAELFE AXELTARFELE
W HNE R AR FRFEEESFEE MR T RAXHF RFEARD, xR4T
T TAEZ:(DETREFETXZRAENRFAHTINE; (DL BEETUFTE
BAM B2 BEHATT L RFRLEM; O EMLEFERERS; (D REEHE R,
BRERNEFRELARFER;COARB oMK BEBINER, RANFAEHELAELH
6 160 AN 2 W 1

2. A3 W %A 2t W

REREFPAE —REZEZHE LR T ERLSFHR PR XN, B
ANAER —HEHAER —HE., “FA"ALZZHEE N KX R E E IR (Eagle
etal., 2000) . A Z B FAEMK * 2B F M E IR KW % 7 ¥ v (Crandall
etal., 20100, E , AX B AREHFBET X ZHEEHTAEFRFLFE N LR
WA ENAX R,

KESLZHRTRER T FAEARAMABF A ERN-—BEET TRHESRML D
HAHBR MEFEREZ, KAS 28 WRER —MSoHE  BY —RFERFHELS
aut, BTR-—#EHHASD N -Gt e n”, X FTRE NG — &R Fi2XH
LA RERFERERES 2NN FER . E LB ERH LN — R (EELE
WHE ALY, ZREEAR T AR EFILEKE 10 p8HTEALE.

ET LR ER B AEI K. F3 15763 881 ARt “H IR, KBS
EINMEER "KL AMEABT N EZN . AXEEEMBENKI LT A
S0 I7IT AR 4R B AR A A 2 SR IR B8y & K 1 (28), 3F K Wk BUIR 1R #
YRR, TR B LI B =28 K I8 o, B BB AR 3N T 28 K 8938 AL A
WA ATTE, M MAEIN, RAKRE LTI E LR FH 0.71%, 8 R #H0.71%
BTN AR AL, 2T 99.29% L FTHAM AEMAEABET T UFR.
ARtk Al fiw.

D AL foz Bl B e BT,
@ WTFEB MTRATE TR, KA EFTAECEFE)EFD E W Chttps: //ceq.ccer.pku.edu.cn) T # ,
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() RERX5RA &I

18U A 3z B 4 b B Bk W FE i B A (Bramoullé et al., 2009), R X E K F 4 F b
RAEHB AR T

Score; ;... =a + BGP_Score_; ; .., + vControl,; ., + 6GP_Control_, ; ., +

u; v tw, teija s (D
Hw, Score; ., RFR] FRheFEIEFHONRE, AXKRZFENTFROERFE
EBRARGREFV RN R ETENRBBELE; GP_Score ;... h THFE MK N-F
ARG ARKXKBEEHBREE, T —dojkt RT-EERFE AR, ARHNTE
REE FERANMEFELE” .G An X n WATBEEE( Y WL R EERE), AL
BEES wRFEE ;] RFEACHRENA G, =1/n, TN X, ¥EMNRKBERHZX
ARG EANFEN S AN -—MSEFET A, &L R T AN FH K&
Xt EAT N BB (R B R, & AR X E R K E S8 Control, ., & £ RS & LS
Mg R E) . Sy R T ¥ A MNKE AN AT A & vl (MR R
GP_Control ;. T HA K RHAEEE L d GRKIE NI HEEE. 5 5H 6 R T A AN
PR EATHNZ MO EF ) R X#H - FEHT FR Cu)  F R (o) FH
Cw, )BT BB A H REERBL, a 2% KT .e HRET,

HTAEARZR A REFWNFARGFEZRE.TUAXIHZLRE R E
Score AR EZMEMLE . N ERULEFH EINAFHNRGFEIREES S A,
RENHENFAEEFHNREIBWEAFHE. ZFTEERFERGZRHEAT
RS THERFATARBEER N B m . E— 2 BE LT XBUN.

MNABE R BEQHEEH H 4 (Rank) P 1 (Birth) M5 (Gender) | £ IR 1 X (K 3,
FE LR EHE AR REZHEFRE(Edu), % Lépine and Estevan(2021)1#
SAT G tEAFE NI RERE. AXEAGERGREEFE A Y. BT
TRANBEREFEZR AX KR GEH L REBEE. ERANETHALBREN. ¥ £A
mEg A E, AXEHERHT EERFEURMAFEN ERBMELTE. I HER
uDENEEZEEE UEFHAARAZFRAFENFER FRTERERRZAEHH
FEBBEXERERNIN G HZ ;B ER DR NEETRNEE, UHBRANFERRER
HKELTRAMERN W FH wH)ENEZHEEE D FERE X RAE LK
GEFHAETE LN E. RS S5HEERITLELL 5% 2,

x1 TEEXR

EERD KR4 kR X
WHBEE. o \‘E -

E KR R Seore ERFANFLRAREE R, W Q0+ EHRF £ F Wk HO
HELE.

W GP_Score R K R B InCL0+ A ¥ A ¥ AR A 30
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(Z%)
TEXA TE4 TEE L
Rank FhBmAHL HELEL>BEL/FEEAHR
Birth FoAEP OB AR REN 1L, EN YO
Gender FAWHLBEN 1, LR O
- East RUHEAERFALARMEN L, EHHEN O
Middle PEHHREAFRFAEREN 1L, EHHME N O
Northeast R AFEFAERMEN L EHHE KA O
Edu REZHFRE REFERBREUNLEFEFRE N 1L.EUH O
GP_Rank MAFEEAHLYME
GP_Birth RS E P B FERHE
GP_Gender FAR F BRI A A
6% GP_East JAR S AR K AR HAE
GP_Middle FAK S b B IR R
GP_Northeast IR 4 R A K &R 3
GP_Edu MAFEXHZTHFERENME
u; FRENE &
B E % v FRENEE
w, FHENEE
F2 HidtEgit
KE4 HAE B Rk % P25 P50 P75
Score 6 160 0.156 0.625 —0.180 0.254 0.590
GP_Score 6 160 0.249 0.326 0.165 0.301 0.395
Rank 6 160 0.014 0.023 0.004 0.008 0.016
Birth 6 160 0.806 0.396 1 1 1
Gender 6 160 0.319 0.466 0 0 1
East 6 160 0.370 0.483 0 0 1
Middle 6 160 0.233 0.422 0 0 0
Northeast 6 160 0.076 0.265 0 0 0
Edu 6 160 0.451 0.498 0 0 1
GP_Rank 6 160 0.013 0.013 0.008 0.012 0.015
GP_Birth 6 160 0.776 0.218 0.689 0.783 1.000
GP_Gender 6 160 0.365 0.293 0.125 0.336 0.500
GP_East 6 160 0.353 0.245 0.250 0.341 0.444

GP_Middle 6 160 0.246 0.221 0.100 0.238 0.312
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(ZH)
REA4 HAE HE ok % P25 P50 P75
GP_Northeast 6 160 0.069 0.136 0.000 0.036 0.083
GP_Edu 6 160 0.416 0.266 0.283 0.379 0.500

(—) HZEHER

RIRTTH#EF U RIAFHEZEHEEEETER, FOFARERAELTRE TN
KGR, R BN 0.387, b A& 10KF LB F NI, KW M ARG A K ¥ E RS
AEAERYEER. FAERGEBFERE. &2 IR K I N £ K 5 £ FFAEEH &
EEFHL PO BN AERBR KEXHFRED.URMA B EME KM
(FBRERFHDERRNAEL BRI N AR B Z BN % 5h & Fo % Bk 8N i
AT MARGEHERFERGMAAEIF LAY H. BHEEFT. GHFHLMAK
DEAFCRAGEHRLREN WA PRI RENFEF Y RIARGT HFARPHE P
DA AFERGHEAEF MR TEHBAREOFLERAB FH RALERXH ¥ 4E KRS
FH -, MEFLERFNIBZAREMERERZD UL B E BT A F BB W
BREZRFBEEN RETRFEBEMAF DN FEEAFAFTRBABERLERS,
GE AFEBEP ARFI XA EERFEF WA AL FE mF KL GESLT B ]
o

F3 FURIAMEHIN

R % EERFEAEF WK Score

R4
(@) (2) (3
GP _Score 0.387"* 0.298* 0.304*
(0.024) (0.024) (0.025)
Rank —0.353" —0.353"*
(0.035) (0.035)
Birth 0.006™ 0.006"*
(0.002) (0.002)
Gender —0.029* —0.028"*
(0.002) (0.002)
East 0.016* 0.016*
(0.002) (0.002)
Middle 0.012% 0.013*

(0.002) (0.002)
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(E5£)
R 4 R F R ILScore
3y

(D (2) (3)
Northeast 0.008** 0.008"*
(0.003) (0.003)
Edu 0.000 0.000
(0.002) (0.002)
Constant 1.415% 1.627* 1.613"
(0.056) (0.056) (0.059)

BH KRR E = % =

B 3 b % = =
N 6 160 6 160 6 160
R? 0.040 0.115 0.115

EHETANARER REEKTHA N p<<0.1,7 p<<0.05,7* p<C0.01, TH.

(=) B H W& A

AXEZREAHZWNEWEHREEPTHEAE EERAEBEEZRTEE A
(Bramoullé et al., 2009) , [ B #1 B 7 88 30 45 %] T MRS AE 1 A R AE P 51 42 09 /SR 3 R
A ERMN HERTFR F FHEEE RN kB XRTRBB, BAT#FERE
fZ. BTFERRWEFFERANT £, XL KRB UM B 8L, XB . EHF%E), T
A ] A AR R R B M b R GE T R R L X A AR MR T R S BOPT AR O B B9 R A AR
BEREW, B AXZATERESFLHTRE,

BAERFANMNBFEN NS BELEEG XA FHELEH M EEEG Y E
HALELE, BRfE, W48 EEG X £ 15 B 8 [t (peer of peer) #y 4 4E (Bailey
et al., 2018), 3 5 [& £ 8 M R 45 4E GX K [F # 49 & % GP_Score A% , B T 5 £ R &
By Bk %k Score B A X, £ N ) T B % & (Bramoullé et al., 2009; Bailey et al.,
2018), # P &ty — I B R EG®Y, ¥ LUEE A# 4 B oy B B B9 R 5%, 0 5 TR 1 B9 AN R R
EREHHNRGFHEX  ELAEHEFETRFEANREEAX . WEEANITELTE, #E
Boucher and Houndetoungan(2020) , # 2& #F 25 1 % o [ $L 0 B £ #% #EiF & H G* X FnG?Y . #
TITELZERNAE,

FARTTHAARITEREAGWE FER, % (D) F A B A0 E KA
GXEATETE . ZHN 0649, KARMHRGEERFERFERFEMXRXZ; &
QOFERRENEHFERAGY EANTELE, ZH N 0316, R AR KRG 4K F
ARGERFERMX:;E QAR FEAGX G’Y FATERE. £ RIKAEEFN
E. WARIWEREREW , KFEFVRIFAE W BB,
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R4 ITETEORER

AR WL EERFEEF N EKI:Score

TEA IV.G*X IV.G*Y IV:G*X+G%*Y
(@8} (2 (3)
GP _Score 0.649" 0.316" 0.451*
(0.093) (0.081) (0.072)
Constant 0.810""" 1.590" 1.273"
(0.216) (0.189) (0.169)
BHEEEELE = = P
BH AR ERE b £ £
B E 3R B = = S
N 6 160 6 160 6 160
R? 0.101 0.096 0.100

HR BRI EEF RN RERLEREZ. 5% Oster et al. (2019, H A &
EABPAUNGHRER WEHWAREFNERERA L I EHEAHERNNAES
ﬁﬁ=0M55ﬁ%ﬁB=WWMMEW%F%%&%¢ ABATT A IF e, E B A AT AR

c WAAERTATAMEEN R WG . FHEMN A F VN KA EZFFE, B X
Ké@ﬂ%%w%%ﬁ%%y@@%ﬁﬁﬂ%%%%K%%%Wéﬁ&ﬁﬂm%m%
BHARHARTLAMRMAXR RN RN LA, ARFEFTRKEGRE N R E
B EHATENA R . W4, A XL Martin et al. (2020) , f B #] — 5 1 5 £ B R 09 4
RWGERAFRNFEFWRAHTEE ERME A2 TR ABEKADFE.

(=) R w27

FAEWMABED ARMXEFTENNEBEZRAEFVERANEBHR L4 R
Fitk, FRANMmE N FEZUADEEERFTR, B b 3250 k6 BB RN 6T
RiE. #XXFRE KEE T M FEZR XL FHEFLL2HERHEHR DR F L
RAWEBHBNL, BERG KERKNEXX R EELTRESN T HF. T4,
BAFERERZRER . TUE L2 TN AFEF VL RANRABHR L, YR FEER
HERFZEBNSERE., AXETENFANMNECBER RIS E A% R RERAN 4%
B RBIATIHE

(D NMEBEFRES AN, AXERELHLENEEF LA N IORER
B P HBEEEA AR AR D (BEHLRIOPT A (BEFHLRBOT
4, wmESFEDO.DANFFA K. GADEAETAFAF VRS R AL N 0.334
10281, WAR BB ERK A AFTHEHELR, EAREFER . REFFAK
BAGMBTLRMA NG, PEREFRAL AELAERTHMR . FEMKE N ER
BBRFREERE RERERKETTRA., AXERATEAD NP EH K £ R
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Y,
=

(F T

%25 %

A KW, EHEERWE S F G (DI T,

ERE AT EB MK ERREN

0.265, XX % 0.351, Rk A WH K ¥ £ L FHFM PN T H M X &KW

#E
RS EERANGHERREE R E BRI
M Y £ R k¥ b & L Score
TEL BAK A A B A fo o 78 3 e X
(D (2 3 )
GP_Score 0.334" 0.281" 0.265" 0.351"
(0.035) (0.035) (0.034) (0.036)
Constant 1.559" 1646 L7117 15177
(0.082) (0.083) (0.081) (0.086)
BHERBERE = = % %
BHM AR E Z Z = =
[ x = = 7=
N 3 080 3080 3411 2 749
R? 0.109 0.124 0.131 0.099

) HXAEFRESH2NM. FAFTLEENFHNKE F&E. BTAXHKE

NEWFHEERNSIN EF PN LR B L AER, E XN EHKIHELT X R
“KHMMARZ BRA - NFRHEFHEIRERABEHMAL”., 26 F(D.(DFE
T K I KA I A R % % BBl h 0.200 Fr 0.215, 2R A KRR X R KE
MAFEFVRANEBERL B HER RN, X RXRWBET UETH AR
# & (Crandall et al., 20100, KAXRFERABK P HEF M EIH A P85, 80 A
BATHAHWANGERBELA  AARDNTETHFEHWANKEBEEL, K EM R
NEHWARARNFAEFMEL XN L EARNBEE LN H#ATEH A, ER W
E6EQ WA FIT, FREARDLFHI AP RERBRS MRS ZKH 0.284,
TATHREBEELAN 0.09, ALK X RBRE P AL ERNEBFHRZL.

R 6 EFEHZXRFFRRMEREE B A M

R W 2 E Rk # I &I Score

REL KWWK RN RSy kAL 2 B B
@) €] (3 €]
GP_Score 0.200" 0.215" 0.284° 0.090"*
(0.026) 0.027) (0.022) 0.027)
Constant 1.8597 1.8207" 1.661° 2.115"
(0.061) (0.063) (0.053) (0.064)
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(#F)
RS ERF EF LKA Score

TEA4 KWK K AR R E A 2 B B
@) (2 (3) )
HHERFLEE = = I 7
wH KR E S % = IS
B 2 % = %= % =
N 4223 5457 5568 5297
R? 0.121 0.106 0.123 0.093

() fEdshr®

FHERTHEFOANS 2N BRT. TR IFEA LM AXRABERAFEY. H
B AAXER T AT HRARNR —HRXRANH K, FTERCEHAFREAD
FAHRXRAR, BT 10000 EAFo e, KNERHETFAELIWE, 3t —F
HALERE, BLUBRENFHN LN AE B RAE IS REAFERKEEN
REEE. Stk EAEE, A 0680 WM IR TN R, & 4 99.3200 8“3
IR F A A FEEBERNAEE AT AR, s 28 F ok ErREwt
H7IRFM 07100 ], B A ARSI BAE 1R G Hh ] 8y R AR K 0.03%6, AT A A
XMEEHR N EHEAR T, X TILRTHEEFORTA 10 245 it X F 4 F AR
BB AR B AR R BN 0.288, A INAKFTRF GEERXME L EAREN R
.,

®7 MEBEOREA 10 5594 32 W 2K =) 8 508 32 00

10 4 H 0k 8 THWHR W% E/KE £ % L& Score

%84
4)) (2 (3)

GP_Score 0.362"" 0.283" 0.288"

(0.025) (0.025) (0.026)
Constant 1.475 1.663 1.656

(0.059) (0.059) (0.061)
BH ERBAELRE % = =
BH MK AL E % & &
& T 3% R % = =
N 5598 5598 5598
R? 0.036 0.113 0.115

O HAumREEopERLMRL.
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EANNCN S GRS ALE N

AR W R AR AL A T

........

uj+vk +u'z+€i.j.k.1 ’ (2)
Emo, ..., =a + BGP_Score_. ; .., + yControl, ; .., + 8GP_Control _, ; .., +
u,-JF“Uk +wr +€i.j.k.t~ 3

EREAMBERB), 2R REIENFIATHENEG WA QEFREENTA

#
R, W Studyj. REEERFEINFITRN, Emo, 0, REEERFEOF

S
ﬁ’ﬁﬁ
> i

BRFARNZREMFAFVXIANEZAZ . AFEFIREARN KRS E
E, HEHDFHAEF AL BARASFIRHE" S B oL REI AT HEANEE”
MEA EAERABELERBRFANFEIRAN, 55 LR FE A, KX EF K
(Stime) & #f (Present) # AT F AW F A 5. BAET 5. X H AL EZ % 3 0 2
WERARFWABBR AR EER, 2RILH TR ZD DI ETHARGRERK
REIRAETERFENFIHE EHRRERBEZIZAN, FQ.(DFA K ERTRE
FABNEFENERFERGHNENE, EMH N . FIZANBA . FIRGEHET. &
ERRFLERABT . ERFENFIRANRS LRI,

HA GV FERFENEES RF I m A REOIEFE s, & %R LT F AT
R A 4 U B9 B B R R ok 52 FL (Schnitzler et al., 2021), H A #H ¥ HIAEF, &8 IR
FEVWHBEREEFAER N MO AFRALT O TRE"WIEAMR. £-EZE LR
MY ¥ AEEBETNERAR D, B ARE LR A EEXFELE, L Smajor,

EERY, SFEN AL T ETIFNH.S-major BAEK 1,40 R Z i ZIFM 0,
BEA 2, EMH 0, i A THGRELZLVLFRTREWASG . KT LN F MR E,
BMEARGH EABFERBEANRELZEHRTEHALE . ERILHTESFEG).(6)F], 4
RABENE . RAMARSGHFENFERAB/NGFERREANEZR W, TFAETIF
LU HHFE  REAFET. AXEXFREANGMTH - P2 TENETRRSK
WMEENEREANN ZRESNEATH B, BELHZO XL

&8 [E) B Y R M AL I B 5T

Stime Score Present Score S-major Score
TEA
(@) (2 (3) 4) (5) (6)
GP_Score 0.227* 0.083* 1.121%
(0.050) (0.037) (0. 356)
Stime 0.073"

(0.006)
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Stime Score Present Score S-major Score
3y
(D (2) (3) 4) (5) (6)
Present 0.078"
(0.009)
S-major 0.008"""
(0.001)
Constant 2.094" 2.135™ 2.337 2.130* —1.810* 2,317
(0.118) (0.018) (0.088) (0.023) (0.840) (0.006)
BHEEREELE = = = = = b
A KRR E = = = = = =
Gl gl = = = = = =
N 6 160 6 160 6 160 6 160 5 910 5910
R? 0.042 0.113 0.091 0.106 0.043 0.106

N~y RS eT

AXEARFREFABEFERTAHBREMRAL . FETAFEFLXIANEY
MR, BTREFZZAKE T EE MR FEALRT L A RUFARRET H
BERMELEN T EMBE T, ETAXMAENAEXINERFERATH LIS R, TR T
FIAB N A PG A, R T EAREABEE AN ERN. R TATGFHT
FHEAHBZEFARETHL R, AEREME2REZEFRREA AT NEERS AR
ARELMEFEATMMBEERERNERZT . EOEHBLFAHE S RBAHKKR
W, 2 RBEERBERE, —MANTAR UL BLAR IS HE . FRRATH
Wy 2 A At 2 RN LN B ROR R BT ROK R L&

HE A R2HREH2EXIARMCE R G L KB ELE A IBHEHT
FTHEERAANARAIERENELSEZRE. 645 BFRREEXAARFEFY.
il AR IR R LR S R K S A Y TR B RN R R RO R A R S IR R
AEATHHERERS . ER.GRAFE B FHFEF . T RN AKE A7 KL Rt
FEZBEMHRELY I SFAREREOFEREFTHER AT & KR F £ EK
WL RN, RE.- XL AREAHERE G FRES R .5 RFERRS 5 KR
P AHRERENHRES BAREBFIRANPEREN . BHF L LI RIEFEA
A FEARBE
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The Peer Effects of Academic Performance in Higher

Education: Based on Campus Card Big Data
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Abstract: Using the transaction data of campus card, we develop a social network to identify the
peer effects with the “social multiplier” effect. We find a positive peer effect on the academic performance
of college students. The higher the social interaction frequency and strength of relationships among col-
lege students, the more significant the peer effects, while there is no significant difference in the duration
of social interactions. With the survey data of college students’ academic situation, we verify the opera-
tion channels: external behavioral engagement and internal emotional engagement.

Keywords: academic performance in higher education;peer effects;campus card big data

JEL Classification: 123, J24, N35

% Corresponding Author: DUAN Yuejiao, School of Finance, Nankai University, No. 38 Tongyan Road, Tianjin
Haihe Education Park, Tianjin 300350, China;Tel:86-13502008704; E-mail:dyj417@163.com.





