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The Egtimation and Analysis d the Rate d Return on Education in China
—A ocomparion of parametric and semiparametric egimation methods

Qian Zhengming & Yi Yingying

Abdract : This pgper uses CHNS data to edimete the rae of return on educaion in China during 1989 to 2006 based on
Mincer wages function. We apply parametric and semiparametric methods to edimate the nodels, and further conpare these two
nmodelsusng the Hausman ted. The resuts indicate tha the former is nore dficient than the latter from the pergective o
edimetion dficiency , but it is oppodte from the perspective of egimation accuracy. In other words, the later is a consdent
edimator while the former is a biased one. Moreover , degite the fact that the rate of return on education trends toward a gradud
increase , it is gill much lower than the rate of return on capitd in kind. Both the education market and the lalor market in China

need subgantiad invesments and subgartive reorms.
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Condgruction and Application of Chinese City Tourism

Competence Evaluation Sysem
—A Sudy on data of 293 Chinese cities a prefecture-level or albove

Wang Qiyan & L uo Dong

Abstract :By building up a conpetence eva uation system, with the combination of Andytic Hierarchy Process (AHP) and
Delphi Method , this gudy has conducted a comprehengve eva udion o tourism cormpetence in terms of 4 municipdities and 289
preecture levd citiesfor thefirg time in China. On the premise of anoverdl ranking, the sudy hasfurther anadyzed the regond
dfferentiation of Chinese city tourism development. Through combining the result of eva uation and sydemetic duder andyss, a

visud mep is able to be ddivered to provide a conprehendve underganding o severd key dimendons, incduding tourism

conpetence , tourism development sage and touriam type of each city. Along with the mep , the sudy a < provides a direction of

future development towards city touri sm.
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