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P32k YO AH R [ G A s R R S 2 (B ) SRR 2 ORI S Hh B >k B I B 5% 1 4 41 2L (IMF) 19 GFS
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IR SZ R | [R) I 2 T DR A R 65 22 10 6 B AR A D) R B DG E BT 82 ———2005 4 LLJE LT BT A #
A AR T A AR BRI

1 HBAERMHBERIGSAEEERHSAREHNEZINNESHNGHERER

‘ Aib 2 R R A 2 R I o R Aib 2 ] 5%l ST A 2 A ) 0 ] A
X @ZZ; K b o 1981— | 1986— 1992— 1997— | 2002—
AT ] RS 1985 1991 1996 2001 2005
e[ 47 0 13 13 0 2 3 8 0
WMARFEM | 25 0 9 9 0 6 2 1 0
M 16 0 8 8 0 3 2 3 0
R 26 1 10 11 0 1 0 10 0
Hib 114 1 40 41 0 12 7 22 0
(2.4390) | (97.5610) (29.2683) | (17.0732) | (53.6585)

TE AR 4 BRI AL 58 050 A0 58 A AL G BURS /NG5 b A B i 28 A 8 e IR 52 5 A i Ak ¥ 2 IR R A L (%)

XA RAL R AR SCH I SEPR N3 GDP H R %0 — [ (1 22 5P AR, O TR R i AL
AW HIE T YR GEAI BTN T GEARBETE Wy ST A BB 5 | A SCR 21 B0 A #5058

() ﬁlBﬁ*f%{%@imflllf(http;//www.issa.int)i'laz[%I%?f/z‘:\%lgﬁw/i:\(lntemational Social Security Association) B
T3 Wl AR P2 (8 SC 2 O IR i Aok 7 92 A i o e o R A S 0 S A AR AL 25 £ B
R, EEAAAG A IR AR ST ORI Ol PR ES | A PR B R R AR A 0 R B A N A DR AR SR A R 2
PRBR R AR A I — 38 T IR TR, AR SCRY AR [ 508 O 2 Joe v [ % 3 o [ R 7 Al k2 R o) 1) 25 3k
JE LA K B K 04 2 ORI ) B2 S A 2 T b AR 2480 AN RIS T IR R AR R RGO A
— T ORI LA TR T 1Y 5 A2 R R R TR 8 B AR A (Rl R B R R I R R
Wz 1) S B 56 ) AT A2 1 5 20 U e 2 R R 5 TR 3R 10 S T SR SR i) 2 28 380 (fgi) | 38 43 ik 4 T o 2 8 2 Bk 4
TR ) LA R 22 (B /K - 55 07 T TR0 W IR 1 22 5
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TR AR S 0B FF 11 H

RO il T kR [ 580 il ik = A2 0F AT B A B | AR ORI SR R0 1 A 27 R KR 20 N )
PEAREL TV, 3R 2 45 1 FEHT AT I SURE AR AR Kb 2E X B 2 [ R 6 AR e S R AR T2 | L
Kb BRI A 25 R AR R BE 2 5

F 2 WORFEARBIN AR E KPR Y GDP ¥ K 6\ FEHT BT A (1981—1985 4F)
1) -0.8167%¥34 Jin 2| = )5 B} 25 (2002—2005 4 )9 3.3101% , $&F+ T 4.1268 > FH 43 45 ik — L B AT
RAFR St e Ab B 20 R BE 20 A 38 ROk 0 8 A I B 2 5, Ak A TR R A S B Y GDP 3 K
24 FATET ALY 0.0491 %38 N2 = 5 B 55 3.3471% , 427+ 17 3.2980 /B 43 #4 ; %F BRZH [ 5 i 15 KR
BLEAL SEBR A GDP 3K S FHATHT £ 19 -1.32619%3E 2] 1 5 85 551 3.2884% ,#2F+ T 4.6144
ANE G A E R ER A GDP H KRR 22 5 0 -1.3164 4 E 4y mi B EA i1t o 4
(W2 2 55 ()5 AAT) BT EA T8 0 52 90 i AL ) 2B A R AIE . REAIDT PN | Ak 8 2 1 ) o R AR 5
TR AR T 4.9539 N EH 535 K RRALIG N T 6.4236 1 EH 43 40, PRI 9 22 550 -1.4697 1 E 477
SR EA G BN B A B AL G R ) R SR EE A R K R TR (L

Fz2 ZERTENFEITHHIR
YoM (bRt 22) ER.
4 AR A ESt= N b A Xt HE 2 (2)-(3)=
(1) (2) (3) 4)
1981—1985  -0.8167 0.0491 -1.3261 1.3752%
(4.1173) (3.6074) (4.3344) (0.8134)
SR GDP K % (%) 2002—2005 3.3101 3.3471 3.2884 0.0587
(3.3141) (3.2266) (3.3881) (0.6635)
A, 4.1268% 3.2080%# 4.6144% 5% -1.3164
(0.5320) (0.8372) (0.6842) (1.0994)
FEA B 108 40 68
1981—1985  -3.2312 -3.0004 -3.3696 0.3693
(7.0402) (5.1802) (7.9865) (1.4325)
WA BV A K (o) 2002—2005 2.6413 1.9535 3.0540 -1.1005
(8.1385) (6.9115) (8.8189) (1.6529)
A, 5.8725% ¢ 495309 6.4236% -1.4697
(1.0961) (1.4164) (1.5383) (2.2705)
FEAR Y 104 39 65
1981—1985 0.5908 0.4801 0.6576 -0.1775
(1.7838) (1.8973) (1.7252) (0.3834)
SR AR K (%) 2002—2005 0.5955 0.1493 0.8648 -0.7156
(2.0604) (1.2214) (2.4013) (0.4370)
A 0.0047 -0.3308 0.2072 -0.5380
(0.2699) (0.3319) (0.3833) (0.5573)
FEA B 93 35 58

T W T4 B AR AT A (1981—1985 41 ) 3 45 J5 i 45 (2002—2005 41 ) FU i B2 | o i £ 45 SR 19 7T ek | A SCHE T =4y
HEP LG B T A I 38 8 B IC SR REAR ) A AT R BUE R L — AT 5 LTI 25 58 (4) S BB S (2) 81 55 (3) 4

BUEI 22 A AT RS (4)FUHE 5 BB o KB R R+ o i s 73 BIRIRAE 10% 5% 1910 B A5 K L

@ ARSI R A (R AR B IR D ) ke 2 i N B AR BT A SRR R I — B
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Fh) AP R 9 25 S AN 3 S, R T T BB AE 7R R 25 AR ME AT S IA kg a2 IR ) B Y ST
X2 GF AR W I R AR A G AN T AR R B A R

DE e 75 et %) 32 BB (BB 1) A5 434 A4S 780 A 158 S ) 6 T Ak i L AR Rl I 2L R A DC R IR (Ol T 2
I 22 ) 5 16 ) BT ﬁ‘]lﬂﬁ,éﬁéaﬁiﬁk(ﬂlang and Zhang, 2004;Ehrlich and Kim, 2007)7#
25 A 2 DR B ) B ST S B AR SCHEE T R 8 ANVE L AR & SEPR AN GDP (BB AR X A&
WAL (FH 65 % DL BT 5 BN E Y HEE R ) AR R (BT A S AR E R AT T ORI A
80 JET- R T AP YAESE T A0 D 0 A BB (B 550 BB SR 50 Ak A 3R (4
AT BT ) PR A 2R iR ORI RS 56 A k41 DL O AR R R TR R B REAR
Ny

X AR R A ERSE 1981—1985 4F (RIS FTET &) B I(E , AR AL AR DU R TATT A 32
b 2 R B ) 3 A S S LT S5O 1 5 | R DA SR e U s s e, X T AR B AR SRR T
INTF 1953 51 BN KT 999 43057 H5 1) XL L LA kit S 85 (B A 52 ) Pl 3% 3 AT, DR G, AH A T X IR
LT Ak AR R AT A B A O T SN B R e B A S DR B R Y S O AR REAL Y | T
B IF BE B 25 7] 18T

#*3 CETEMNHERESITFHERES HITER
YA (bR ifE22) 5, 00 167 45 3 3
Jo TS 2 LREAR hb A o B £ (2)-(3)= probit 714
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
BRI GDP (BSR40 8.2991 8.4447 8.2049 0.2398 -0.2397
(0.9335) (0.6790) (1.0623) (0.2082) (0.3269)
N H IR (%) 4.6764 4.8237 4.5811 0.2425 0.2059
(2.5933) (2.5650) (2.6325) (0.5823) (0.1507)
2 2R (%0) 35.1670 33.9197 35.9741 —2.0544 0.0573
(10.8056) (9.8631) (11.3961) (2.4181) (0.0409)
FET 28 (%0) 10.7659 9.5637 11.5438 -1.9801% —0.1736%*
(4.1919) (3.4892) (4.4505) (0.9165) (0.0725)
UNSFY NG QERIS TR 15.0560 15.0939 15.0315 0.0624 0.0346
(1.7701) (1.8174) (1.7567) (0.3978) (0.0956)
LA N (%) 57.6373 55.9661 58.7188 -2.7527 0.0016
(19.4022) (18.1746) (20.2599) (4.3503) (0.0123)
JTFIE (%) 83.2589 84.1276 82.6969 1.4307 -0.0022
(53.7210) (44.0590) (59.5607) (12.0736) (0.0031)
R (%) 66.1596 61.1519 69.3999 —8.2480%* -0.0172%*
(19.3953) (15.9324) (20.8504) (4.2632) (0.0095)
R 0.0958
A% 84 33 51 84

T+ by B LA A T R ) A5 4 T AR AR B S — B0 DT LA R A T B | AR SO AR G S B T DG i A e
RIFEAR 55 (4) T (5) A0 /INE 5 HL (B30 S b e 5 050 ) A5 0 A A 200 % [ 01 65 SR I 25 7 R 0000 [l U0 2R 30, e e D o
I3 RTE 10% 5% 19% 0 8 5K b w2,
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T, A2 R B 25 K R

AT SR b L RO B A REAR UEAT DT IC | A 0 A DG e B A g g b it 2 S A I ) S 4 4%
PEJE RN H 2 O B ) 0 228 55 10 4 1% PR SR A e 205 0 S AL | o i R A T AR AP 0 A

1. BRI

AR SCR A0 T A2 0 B ) B N7 SEHRE R 1Y probit BEAY | Al B A REAS [ KT AR S ORI
) B 8 SO AE 3 | B [ 45 ©

probit(treat,=1)=0+BX  +¢, (3)

Ho trear, Ak 23 R B ) B2 A 7 WS o FEAS [ A5 1E 1981—2005 4R 1 k2 DR B il B2 )
WA 1, I X, DA & ANET AT IR | 4045 92 PR A2 GDP (A SR XS 8) A B i AR |
AR BETR N O RUBE (B SRR RO AR AN E e TR RO 2%

3 (5) L IR (3) I BRAGTHAE R . AP R, — I FE T AR R B R A, A ]
A A 37 St Ak 2 DR B ] 2 3K 5 T SCTRT B A K00 e T R 4 R — B, HE — 2P R B A 2 DR B B 1Y
S IFAEBENLAY  FA R RE A e 1) R AR AT ) 4543, A SO b 8 20 Fxf BRZE AR A AT LD i % 2
A SCHR P AT (O g F1 4= 522013 ) , AR SCREL T A% L E (Epanechnikov P4, 47 98 0.10) Fil 5
XF 1 B SR VE AE vk AR PR S SR RS fd i, @

2. FEMSLRZEKRE

AT SR VEC J5 AR A AT A A 50| BV 56 DG TC F5 A AR 2 75 JE SR R ST 0 A R, X
— P S A ER VLG FEAR AT RGEME 2 S XA 3] TR S0 45 2R 1Y RAFIERT (W3R 4) el il
A6 5 e WY | DT IE IS FEAS 7Y B A DG IC 78 5 38 A7 7 0 35 1) 2L 1) 349 {1 2 e | T L 4% 728 1) s v 1 22 S
HCVC E AT 1A 5 R B A T B (BR N EVREBE LA AN ) A 5 T DEIC S AR A Al T B9 probit £ 2Y Y R?
AR/ | 3 B b i DE P 728 e o — [ 2 5 A o e 2 O B o B 1 e B 0 AR 53 | B 2 (R B ol 8 p) 27
XS T UL S5 FEAT R AR AL, @

AN | TE AT SCHE A 6 1] 75 S5 DC T 125 00 T S0 e L W) S R X — SR TT LA AR DL L IS
FEABRA RUFAYAT ot PORT DL 25 48 AR A U B o | 39 0 1] 45 53 D8 C 325 Al 1 09 48 %801k
(Heckman et al.,1998), {075 2EF B2, H [ RS AT ECAEAR ) — A48 | I, fig 2 3L [A]
S A N R D TE R AR B A IS A 1) A DR E R RO M A RO — A 7 4R ALV (Lechner,
2001) , A, ASCU A 1 X — 250 &1 s . DR ST, W9 2H A A 6 1] 45 73 A4 AR 238 00 A 7 A6 B 1 22
S HH & X (LR S 30O BN IERL | EATR 70 BAA Br i) — 80k HE A KEUE 3K
e, B3R R AN GE B (A D RO A P AR S [ S A | Al Ak R0 I S B T X e R A ) AT LA
B A T 04 - 22 Ak A8 2 A AT SE A,

D AU T logit BEAR A 915 7545 | 45 B0 0 A5k

@ EMTABICE I A SR T Gaussian B 255004 W] .25 5

@ b AR B2 DG P A O BR A P2 50 (X, =X, )\ 0.5(ST 450 ) L X, il ST 43k b 46 VG i A ot 4 4 £
FIJ7 2 X, I S, 4 3 o ot 241U A5 B 10 40 G607 2% | 1% (6 /N B 0 41 1) 25 5200, L, 5 B oo 9 1D
10% . 15% , $£ % 20061 3 Pk -0 M A0 b ol S Gk 0 1 25, DG R U i 7 e i 2 57 %
ST 3 22 (BB UG R i R A 68 519 probit 0141 75 40 B0 R2 /AN ) | DS TR T 0 43 A 2% S /1| DL
J 4 5 (Caliendo and Kopeinig,2008)
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x4 TEERIER
5 _— M 2% 5 0 4 PR AL 22 5 K g
Qb E A IE | X R A LS (p ) FREfb2E 5 | BRI (%)
SR Y GDP(CH SR X80 | DEfC T 8.4447 8.2049 1.1500 (0.2530) 26.9000 96.4000
Ve BL 5 8.4416 8.4502 —0.0400 (0.9680) -1.0000
N B ZIB IR (%) Ve i 4.8237 4.5811 0.4200 (0.6780) 9.3000 36.1000
VC L 5 4.8391 4.9942 —-0.2300 (0.8170) —-6.0000
A2 (%0) V. E i 33.9200 35.9740 —-0.8500 (0.3980) -19.3000 82.7000
Ve L 5 33.7390 33.3840 0.1300 (0.8940) 3.3000
T3 (%0) VT L i 9.5637 11.5440 -2.1600 (0.0340) -49.5000 99.2000
VE e e 9.6746 9.6586 0.0200 (0.9850) 0.4000
N E RS (B SR X400 VC L i 15.0940 15.0310 0.1600 (0.8760) 3.5000 | -155.6000
N 15.1920 15.0320 0.3600 (0.7170) 8.9000
LN TR (%) VT e iy 55.9660 58.7190 —-0.6300 (0.5290) -14.3000 59.9000
NIy 56.1150 55.0120 0.2300 (0.8190) 5.7000
HEE (%) VC L T 84.1280 82.6970 0.1200 (0.9060) 2.7000 41.7000
VEBL 5 83.9940 84.8280 —-0.0600 (0.9540) -1.6000
H2HE (%) JUNIGY;0) 61.1520 69.4000 —-1.9300 (0.0560) -44.5000 97.6000
N 60.9850 61.1860 —0.0500 (0.9640) —-1.1000
D E i 0.0960
Pseudo R?
VEHL s 0.0050

B

P

0.2

0.4

0.6

{1 1543
— ahEa - X e |
(a) VEBCHT

0.8

3_
2_
%
%‘I:
B
O_I
0.0

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8
LY

| — wmal - xmal
(b) PE B

B1 #HALEMEHEERSFSISINEZEE

3. ERAER N
TER PR DU CREAS B0 0 2 1 2% PR Sz 0 A R0 ) S48 2R AR I AR SR A X (2) il it it 2
PR ) B2 XTS5 PR A4 GDP HE R W) 5 BT AS B 98 AR B AT Rl 380 77 1 A SR ORG24 4k
MOV, HARGE R IR 5, BT E  WAZILECEEFL 5 X5 1 fe QBT VE R 2 Al 145 3 1 o7 24 4b 25007 H
A B — 2k
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BLRTF | dh s O il B2 X SE PR Y GDP 3 S i 3 4k 8 2000 o 1, H B AT B0 19 4e it b
EE X RN AR PIAZ VG LR AN 5 6 1 e SBIE VE AL ik T 43501 S -2.6269 F1-2.5645 , HABTE 5%11)
EARKOE L% RIAREAI Ak S P R i B S B B A B R SR AN GDP K R TR T
2.5957 A~ 43 o X — AN 5 M i R T o ) O AR A RS R PR I pk S DR A X
) J5 0 AR B B SR K R S A B N A -4.7651 F1-5.6726, L= TE 10% M B KF LB E 5
A A [ R TS AR GERIERKRP B D T 52180 AN H 404, 38 1981—1985 4F FFE T 17394%
LRGSR S R ZBE A IS — 3K (Feldstein, 1996) , 15 Z AN [] (02 . 4k 2 4 i il 1 X6k A 7 %
AFH BRI 5 M AL 55 | 2 BUAE X L b 207 4 A 2 SR ORI Ak o Sk B ROR B et

=5 HESRESERNFEHLER
PN R DG i 5 %F 1 d5e il A8 DE e
(1 (2)
SR GDP MK R
YA R —2.6269%%(1.0953) —2.5645%%(1.1351)
b B R A 32 32
Xof HE 21 B AR 51 51
SRR 83 83
W AR B AR KR
T35 4k B —4.7651%(2.6758) —5.6726%%(2.7144)
b REA 30 30
Xif N 4] BE A 50 50
SRR 80 80
EREBE S AF R KR
T4k N -0.1132(0.7747) -0.0590(0.7267)
Ik A R A 27 27
Xof HE 21 B AR 41 41
SFEAR 68 68

W NE S BT AR AR e e L S BIERIRTE 1% 5% 10%K T L3 F&E

4. FBEMES

$E Tk AR SCH AT R PE o BT LUK B8 FEME S e i Tl SE bR BARKE IR 45 R W3R 6, V% R Bl n) 15
A W g 4 e [R) 52 83 25 44 ] 66 32 BB 1] £5- 43 43 A B R B A 52 (Black and Smith,2004) , A8 SCF &

@

TR R AT S 5 6 1 AR D vk A T S NV P S R A — s R (H R AL
PR FE TR —sobE L S — 2B SCHER I 0 (Abadie et al., 2010;Billmeier and Nannicini,2013; X1 F 48
HIFE 73,2013 X0 )5 FI 22,2017 ), A SCH 22 31 F) & A% i 2 (Synthetic Control Method ) % %84t 25 {4
e i B Y 28 B R ) E G R B 2% R IR AT BEAE L R SR RE A 1) 85 A K (1981—2005 4F ) ifif FLAE A [
TR R P B R B AR — o R, SRR Bk iR 2 AR KRR R T A O R AR T
H A A 32 FUBE e S 43 B B0 50 (4 3 A A8 1 SR AT 5 B, A5 X 2 A A3 T BRI HEAT R (VP A I U o 2
AW ELICE IF R — 43 BT 50 (Abadie et al.,2010; X1 & FIE 198 2013 X 5 2 F1 2% A& ,2017), A3
Sy 5 A BT A 2 R SR A AR BRI S 0 R — > BT A AR AR R R 23l e R I A S 7 AR R
JE 1 BRI T A I R AR AR SO R SEBR b AR SO 2K T 2R BN LA RN R /N R E b X
CUNAR RO DX ) Sy B 44 ik 8 20 11 50 8 (HOCR AL 22 . A0 J5 | 70 S0 3 AR MRCECHR (9 S it b | 1) 5 e o)
T 2 R I B ) £ 5 B 0 A T D0 00 S0 B 1 A G B S — A R Y A A O R 0 X
— IR, R R AL TR L GO AR L s B AL
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Y SR WK (Trimming Strategy ) %5 58 Hk i 45 S Ak 20 A1 10 75 3 53 717 & 08 43 K Sm RE AR Pl R g . 4 1
By 2 J5 W25 RATY 5 R S R — B, 0 3 W SRR 45 SRR A AR T ] 45 43 o3 A B R B, RO T AR
(), ELAARTTE AR SO 2K T 2% 5% 10% = g 55 /K- 1530 5k Ak 2 200 008 170 75 3 43 A (1) 2 35
2% S%F 10%HIFEAR BRI 6 M58 (1)—(3)F1]. © W LA 2 FARHE B K P& B 5 FE A
(1) 25 SR 5 R 4 SR LA B I — B | e WA SO S R T SR R

%6 FREMRIEER
1& 35 7K - AT AN R (B .
5 % 1 AR VL L 2% 5% 10% FEAR IR 2 7F 1981—1985 4F
(1) (2) (3) (4)
PR A GDP K %
- H4 A K —2.5704%% —2.5645%% —2.3616%* -0.6756
(1.1383) (1.1351) (1.1590) (1.9519)
b REA 33 32 30 30
Xof B 2R A 51 51 51 47
HEEA 84 83 81 77
W) T 0 AR A 0 R KR
- 24 b K —5.5194%% —5.6726%% —5.9493:% 3.1301
(2.6961) (2.7144) (2.7708) (7.3254)
Ib B REA 31 30 28 30
Xof 1A £ RE A 50 50 50 50
KBEAR 81 80 78 80
FERIEE AR K R
SF- 25 4k 2K 0.1341 0.0935 -0.0590 -0.4426
(0.7397) (0.7378) (0.7267) (0.6331)
b AR A 29 28 27 27
it e 2R AR 41 41 41 40
EEA 70 69 68 67

AR OB 17 4553 F1X 2 ¥k 45 3 A R A ) 2 B A B 70 40 R FE 22 A ik (A 3, DASH bRl 0L
T DR 20 R B A D 22 (H RE 75 A3 8500 30 X — i iR B 1 A7 R S4B R 75 1l B Ak 2 it B
2 11 25 SR AR Sk o S I SOR T ELA A R AR e B A X — UM AR AN J ST R A R 1 2 R A
e ST Rk O A R T WA TS R S . R 962 45 1 = 15 Bar | AR SO 1
T — LR B (Placebo Test) 45 A W R hy =5 i i) o5 (BP 1981—1985 41 ), I A 4 2 [
R A 5k O HE ST 1 Ak 2 A Bt B | ) R 6 ) 4543 D il — X022 4336 A T S 3 4 B0V X R — AN R
F T AL E L E GAE 1981—1985 45 I 1 A7 fl 37 At 2 PR B il B | DR b 4n SR A5 280 199 A 507 2 I
F UL AT BB AR AL R Z BN, 6 5 (4) B4 R IR 45 L R LR #h s
PRBE ] B X SR A2 GDP 1Y KR ) I3 08 A 3 % S 3 4 R N S 807 v A\ 2 R KR b 8 800
FOAEA Goit M HOPAT R SEAR RSL , 38 H I S T AR SO T B SR W A R Al T2 R
JEER W RERY

@ i EE UL AR A R G () SR AR R AR SCHE A B R v 5 R I S B T 6T 1] 45 40 i T R T B2 AR AR
(L g /I (L A A 0 2 A A 5 T 7 (80 A 57 SRS I AR S0 I3 g i Ak LA 1) 453 o A 2 R Y — L) (12
DK RIREAS  fl T X PR 5 1 0 B 6 B RS R AR AN ) | DRI R A 0 SR T b T AR AR B B TT RE 2 T
DT HEUE ST (0 B
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N, e R 2K RO B e R

AT 30 3 S AR AR S BT R T B 2 DR B ) X 28 T M S B S, Ui A 2 5 i 4
23 P e i) B 28 B G RO Y EEHE R R

1. #E 2 HEMBURIZIT

H SO BT 850 48 7 HE A 2 R B il B2 i 22 B S e, H Z20m% 1 — > ()l RV R 2 HE 5
Wi, TEANER 1 P A SR B 2 DR B ) B 2R LA AR A O B Y 25 S | T A OF S gk A
S, IRMCIAS R | 0 53 Ji 4 1) R 8 4 e 4 TR (O 32 AR AT Sy 28 T X 28 % 48 K B 52 ) AN [] (Feldstein
and Liebman,2002), {HB &P 2  FEAR SCRIREAR T AU —A B R B 2 BRSCBRAS ol | PR ke | AR SC
T BT B BRA 5 i 4 B R A e 2 S o AR S SE SR X — REAR T B R, 45 SR A 2
LA 1T NS = e < A NES I o A 1 o~ S S I e o S o 1 42 2 L e A2
SRRk RO AH H TR OSSR 4 ] AR A B S D | O A SCTE s MR U P2
Ab OB R T 5 (2) BN 4 T A3 i 4 w1 g Ak 0N T R] DU Y S5 SRR W R
Bali N2 PE KN BT AR R AR LR | BB B LT S R AT I, 28K S v o A R BBGER
1 I 4 A T BLLE A 5 e HE 4 AR | 4 WA 0T RUIS: FIUAC A 43 BE 4 1) 81 (Feldstein and Liebman,
2002),

BRI T T B R P A SR B A T i — AR BT, AR LA S
PRI S TR (B 23 R BB 2% 550 ) 45 B — SR A R Al Bt S ORI 0 s, (H Ak 25 ORI 95 S e S A4
JETE, TS 2 v A T A A 2 DR B R A AR S B T B AETEIE AR R P (Cigno et al.,
2003 ;Romer and Romer,2016), M, A SC53 51 A 38 FIBL 9% K7 WA J7 1 R 25 82 0K T T 52
Wi o O Ak B A I 503 R v S A BIVRE A 30 DN A 25 O 8 S T SR I R T Ab A b 7 B
(3.6068% ) 14 [ 5¢ s A% 32 Hi 41, BIVREAS U] N 2 DR B S BRI A/ T P L B0 K o0 Bl it T
EATHYAL BN, SRR O T A S ORI S A AL E ROV IR B S 2 AR E] A s iR
B S MR A A 2 R 5 SR A RO — 3, X A TR R AR A R I B W R e (ILER 7 56
(3) M (4)51) . ¥4 B E K5y N . i GL 3R AL, BIVRR A 1) P Ak R 40 3% R 35 08 K - 4b & 41 4 K
(4.4317%) W FE 8 IRA A AL, VRE A AT R 2 R I/ TP BN E K, % 7 55 (5) M (6) 51
R AL ORI R A A 25 R IR AR S 2 A (A 2 DR ) BE BN RS e B N g€ iy SRR
, T RETE T A SCAAEAS [ 58 189 00 T Joe o [ 5% 3k 2 [ ek 2 O e 114 1 288 7K P38 3 e A1, 60 170 A )
TRV, W, — DKV B R e IR AN RE i & ) A A DR AR 2R AT R S S AT

2. KRKEFRGEEGEE

Ehrlich and Zhong(1998) % ¥ , 1 HeF & KB B K0 A 2 R B i A E K& 5
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Social Security and Economic Growth: An Analysis of Quasi—Natural

Experiments
JIA Jun—xue', LI Zi-xiao', QIN Cong’
(1. School of Finance, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China;

2. National Academy of Development and Strategy, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China)

Abstract: Beginning at the 1980s and 1990s, a large number of developing countries gradually adopted the
social security system. Drawn on this quasi—experiment, the current paper analyzes the impact of the establishment
of social security system on economic growth. In particular, using a panel dataset of 114 developing countries from
1981 to 2005, this paper combines the propensity score matching method with the difference —in —difference
approach to construct counterfactuals, which allows us to address the potential selection bias and therefore identifies
the treatment effect of social security system. The results show that the growth rate of real GDP per capita
decreases 2.5957 percentage points, indicating that social security system has a significant negative effect on

economic growth. Rather than the lack of human capital accumulation, the main engine of the negative effect

attributes to the insufficient physical capital accumulation the growth rate of the physical capital investment rate
has decreased 173.94%. Moreover, institutional arrangements and policy designs also play an important role on the
causal effects of the social security system. Specifically, a social security system with lower benefits and taxes (or
fees) is more likely to exacerbate the negative effects of the system on economic growth. We also find a similar
scenario for the level of development and the propensity to save, but an opposite effect for the aging of population
and fertility rate. The above findings should add sound knowledge for China in constructing a sustainable social
security system in the long—term.

Key Words: social security system; sustainability; economic growth; quasi—natural experiments; propensity
score matching with difference—in—difference
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