AR AT S RHEEEET)
B \BE ) (105/9), pp. 341-376
OHILFFERE A S SRR FE L

LB A G b H B R 2 IR

R ek ] 5 B s =
S A 7 E A S A
WA TIFRREIE AR AE TIPSR

A EEH LA SR - B EBASNR - B RAEFIE
HOTR RN SR B 25 IRFREUAHET H IR L © KERET - 1. £ SRR TR
BAEE > (HIEE R R — R IE B GR o 2. FKEESH ~ FTEBHE R R FRER
RV T EE SRR R TREWE ) ~ BT SR )
B~ REBABFELBASEE B FHERET] © 3. BHR LS
RIRINR R HEHREL » HAFE NRESHIER ] - HIDE KRR E B RE
BRI R - HREBEREINER ~ 2% 5% ~ WE I INRE U R -

Megs : TMAE > "R THZATRESHE - AFLT S

N2. —A,
=

= >~ Hil

il

A B3PI P TRE#] (objective) FI-EEH (subjective) < Afff &
Hum) > A 5MIREEA R 2GS K HE  (the reference utility level ) » $H7E 1F
HEFF A IERYEEARE S) (basic capabilities) | o WWEEARE 5308 # 20 1E B e 17
PEERFNEREANS (BlFer 28t ) FEEIRE AR (Ajakaiye and Adeyeye,

* AR RHR AR E M FEE T E 45 R (NSC 101-2410-H-029-058 ) » /& RHL AR HE Ee tilih
KRNI LA F R BB AR IE o SO A SRR - MEEEHE -
* ok SHAVEE » E-mail: chleu@thu.edu.tw
WimHEA 10459 A7 H s 82 HIEHM - 10543 H 18 H
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2001) « fli 5 2 » T&EIE S ) B e A B R — R L T
BB RIS O R fE & o EBFE A SR NBOR ~ fiii X 2 B3 HHRR 5
W REE G SR PERAIE X o 2hm TE8 Ealidin F e e
aifl] » K ERRFa EE B —HEHEE - HIE BTSRRI R
FFERIEEFEE (scientific rigour) » {HARHENY 218 BeId RANEMK L (/D#))
AFIEEPIEEEM L (Greeley, 1994) o HAZEIE &30 5 S B =38
RE > M EERERESI N BB > HASR B — IR o IRl 5 8IE 5
e AZ A &% (social neutral) (Nandori, 2014 ) o IR EIE B3V EL
RN (R AR X o A A SR B SRRV ARG Bt - T
VR b SCAL ~ BT ~ (RIS S iy A R DISUHEE [ & B3 26 T
[AE - BN R B2 — -

HHIE A FRIR - (HE AN E LUEBIRA - 8im B EEtT & g3y 2
H o BE EEBESAEAY TEE ) UK A ~ &3 S uE
NEEMIEGEEAENS (Posel and Rogan, 2014) ~ HIEFEHE(LAR ~ HI EREA
BHAERER 5 ~ EPFRBORFE HE A DS RG] - HAUs s B A D& ElEa s -
APEBARH FBEE SR B SO ARk R/ Ele 2 HEgA = 1. 85
MR RTRBERREES 25 NIRIA S G 8 )7 5T IR0 S 85 T
e HAR  (H{SE(EM K725 (Bradshaw and Finch, 2003 ) » i@ (AR &
TLE FIVE BRI » G IERRVERR (R > A REEEN 2 08 - BN
TR B S A R o B At - N2 TIEBLANGR - iR A i Ek

1 FEESME TS BREYIRE R (food-energy intake) FIEEATFERA (cost of basic
needs) FFERETAKEAM (Ajakaiye and Adeyeye, 2001) = Hij# &7 e i€ HAEFHIE AT 7 0 S RS RE
K (4 : BHERAEE R FEEISEI TR RIS ] B ) » kG R ET—
RERFTRIVEEE QHEIATE) KU (RPAKATGENEE KEZ AIEE A (Ajakaiye and
Adeyeye, 2001; Ravallion, 1992; 2008 ) o %% » HIl& 5 F 78 B & H A T R R IA & Sl
A WA R IAE K ERT RS CREES ) SUHEEE (R EEZIIEEH A
I — 5 i ] [ 2%E Benjamin Seebohm Rowntree 1 1899 Fff % Y e Bl #) 7o 12 5 M4
(Ajakaiye and Adeyeye, 2001; Ravallion, 2008 ) * /434 FHE &3 IR R IR E T RbRE A
() TRr{S. B¢ A% 4% > Peter Townsend AT BRI KB BUR{ERBHIE TR Z— -

2 fErEITHREE  (ATKAD) FTfs ~ GROETE) 1BE S ~ HIBREE - e bR iR S I -
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FRERIRAR - 2. FEEEITHSIEREIER /D 2 BT SeE B ik
F LRI 2 B3 AHRRER AR R BT © 3. AHE R F BHEET » EESIE et & BoR
BAFE TR ER T R B B A —E W E{F(E (Veenhoven, 2002) » 5t - & &5
Ma » MEEEE L T WA RO » EifyE )7 LR 2% e - R nTgkitiE
TTESE R AIRIR - A @ E ARG R A TSR - AR &)
THERATE R R ARG B E i - B — e 2% H1E -

ELRE DL BB » R EIAE 28 1 E B A A E RN R T auRfFgER]
171 > MR E R TTR I o At B e BmIa 1 - I LB A 22 s R EE(E A STt
R AWHFEEREE HERERENIERATT  H5 > Hoff %A (2010) $HEANF]
R E R ARG B R (RA TG TR - il R A B o) g P i A i (R A PR R
im0 HEBH S A EER K o HR > BRIBHEE /7RI B B F in 3|
et ERE (B AAEFIARFE TR » 2015) » 2014 4 18-64 kAl APt & ELBlER &
HRE TR (55.07%) » HIUR AR 18 Bl 5 &8 K /D REEPURL (36.98%) »
65 s LA FEF NLLHIRR (7.95%) < BLIE - 1€ 2013 FARICAF BRI
FA SR A — D R P AURE > (RIMA PR PRI AR P &%
(34.5%) » BBIGEE (27.2%) IS BARIEF ZCHRHIRZ O 5KEE (19.8%) X
Z s BRI P R B RURE RI LUK S R M- 20 HIRZ D R i % (39.7%) »
HRBEBRE (28.7%) (BAMENEL > 2014) o B BufialH] > BHZER
FERIECE A m » ORISR B A R E RIE(FRERGT SR -

AL E A g R R - SUBERICA R EBATE TR T I E ST A i
Iz FEIBAGR - I —Dia i8St il Ea R « HX o g R(E]
S R TR K RS B 3R B S ISR AH B RS B ) o (EASOH » ] #5324
JE ke ( minimally-acceptable level of living) %A FEZEEPTE A A 53

3 HMLL Tsubjective poverty | Jx TE#IEE ) B - Ll TE4 5 BT Bils
HilE > (F T2 R SR Z AT SRR R ) MR L - EHCE 5 R
EH MR - BEANRES | RREELILE £ 25 - 35 &S 855 Al
H 1,354 FE o

4 Veit-Wilson (1999) f£51amtk & 2 2l BN » 48 AL & @RS (T LRI AT AR &1t
GHRIKGHE (minimally decency) HABIE; (dignity) HYATE/KUE T @G o — HHREE TR
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f B N BSR4 o B AR ] B s AR KRR RIS BT - AR
i EEEE SR T - Z35#E TR K E CRITRE - R
KEEA BN ZHF MR o 55 7 FEEHE & e A > At
FePR IR BRI B IR TE R AT 32 ARVt K ER s BN 3R it 23/ il
FERAH SR ZE B - B S R GBI LB o fFTEE IIRRE T LA b
EWETRE - B BOISR R nl e 52 Ay Py B E TR I JRAl e
PEEEBEHEMER AL - (EREERAAHBINT S S S e £ 2% - 14 >
IRIIRF AT FCRT 2R GAHE SR A SRR > n] BEORACHHBRAE Bt e AR &
LB o

AL~ BRI — R BN R

— ~ AR

JURGRrL > FHES SR E ST - LA S EREENESH R - &
T B BT TEAE A RAMIE ) R ENE R - ARE T B A E R e
MBI EE (Kuivalainen, 2014)  j28LEI E B3 HRARIMIE » (@A
B SAERN LT 0 K HZ R K EEER 2 (25 Statistics South Africa,
2012) » LAUT U@ Ecl WA IO 2 gl & 73 -

BAKFT 5 2H (Minimum Income Question, MIQ) & H] Goedhart ~ Hal-
berstadt ~ Kapteyn £[] van Praag ¢ A (1977) &t » HELAIRIRIEAN S  THL
BEA (REE) R > KIVFEDDE » TEHESRIETZZEENKE (BIgE
BEDEHONEE) 70° REEBME  MZHEREC (5E) Bk
#at ToEMIT ) (make both ends meet) AT THURATIS | - MAKIERE

R ATEESZ ARG K HERY - AU E ST - ol » &E HAA SR RS K EG K A FrEnt &
MRAE AN > (A% TS B (R 52 A VG K eI - TR | AR B AETEREA B ki

5 HE Gallup Poll 7 1946-1989 4 [HR[1 Bl MIQ FH{IAYRIGREIA « TGRS — 4 23R (2
RN > 2/ %) S » BEEMALIEGENE (get along) FrfRHIERARILARZ D 2?1 (Citro
and Michael eds., 1995: 137) TMiZF% WF52%& 4l Kilpatrick (1973 ) ~ Vaughan (1993) 7RH K
ERHEFHE S - FURE s seili Rk Bl FEE s MEm e -
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ZE3MMEC (Kuivalainen, 2014) o

Fr iS5 RI2E (Income Evaluation Question, IEQ ) FY3EFSEFH R 7% Bernard
M. S. van Praag (1968) FiteHAIFTS(ER|KE ( Welfare Function of Income,
WFI) » HEFE RS AE T AREF S A @] > i FHE I TE van Praag (1971) HYRHSE
W ARRTATERAY MIQ RIHES IEQ WGz — » [AF van Praag HYHIZEA A
e ZanE TRISERIT ) i aum R 820 - 1R/ 2 g R Es
19 T IR AR - TERRER TSN T  BRIBRAERE [
SRR NRFEIR) ERERFIKE - FTENESEEERIEZD
(van Praag, 2014a; 2014b) [ 1972-1982 F-[H]1F {af i Leiden University » [ van
Praag Ffr 25 1Y LLSE @S = ARV B eI - stz iR 1EQ EH A &3
i > INIL AR E BT/ AE S Leyden Poverty (van Praag, 2014b) » fH#S MIQ -
IEQ R A [FIRR R RS R RS2 3 - fenT iR bl TRriSEd Thnfs
TR D [EIRBATR) K TREBIFT SR R )RR - AU S 2 K fh
HE B (Ferrer-i-Carbonell and van Praag, 2001) °

—ORfF BRI - MIQ f2 IEQ {EES filk H He U 85 P IME(E - e T 2
WEEWIRET TE (BT ) KERE > B LIS #E B E IR AN R A
FMIE AR K E i 35 B AT 15 R S AR I - 111152305 % R B &8 S S At
BT ZH BARU(E A s EE R U A > e 20l ER Tk B (Dan-
ziger et al., 1984; Flik and van Praag, 1991; Goedhart et al., 1977; Pradhan and Rav-
allion, 2000) o {HBRIA[EREET T5 5 KARBINZ (BIAA A E R MEREEE ) » P
FESEMEEEMER - 79 BRI ERE T » B SRR A
SRR a i B SN MEE (Kapteyn et al., 1988) © [k 1 #EBRIT ST EPRHAE
[FIRESY » MIQ J TEQ 1771k b » EEE &0 I A&IEm I % « 1. {18 AHEE
TIERPIAN IS A K EE ST FL TE{EEEFE ) (van Praag and Frijters, 1999) © 2.

6 MIQ HFRE TR T (1.1) KX (1.2) » K (1.1) © Y*=/(, fo) » K (1.2) 1 Y*=f(Y, fe) o V¥
XN EBEZRIETERSG ~ Y BRZTEWNRENS ~ fo RREMA o DL EBERXREE
4 H Danziger et al. (1984) ~ Goedhart et al. (1977) ~ Kapteyn et al. (1988) ~ van Praag et
al. (1980) 53Tk » Wi 4T S5 (HRE HIE R

7 AEFERFRANERA—K » T2 TERER -
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18 L0 FR AR ] LI — (i A B R HARAYER (bounded scale) (van
Praag and Frijters, 1999 ) o 3. & DAFR {5 B A8 (@ AR ME—PIHE o (HERE > 02
HEF% n L8 ke APERGE AR [N (Ravallion and Lokshin, 2002 ) ©

MIQ K IEQ ikl i1+ 38 » gt H AR - A2 B UL
Ho R fR 28 (Economic Ladder Question, ELQ) ~ #&yE4ZF| 528 (Eco-
nomic Welfare Question, EWQ) ~ /823 H R (Consumption Adequacy
Question, CAQ) E[I@ 5 =& RAVET5% » Hrh ELQ &k EWQ nl 2 HH[A]
(BEARIRARIREIE » BRFHRRA S - & RS HHEBRE 72 - ELQ &R
M7EEM EAAT T makELEF 22 A A (Roberts, 2009) @ —Z 2K H 12 Cantril
(1965) Fr#feny ICantril # H EFE#H (A G 1 (Cantril’s self anchoring
ladder rating of life) » JZiaH [EAZFEEAG ) £ THRMAERTREANG ) 11 Tl
(B&ERS ) AREFEE E F A IEIR » {H Ravallion #[] Lokshin (1999: 8-9; 2002)
15 Cantril FEEBIF YT EIRNEE 1@/ (happiness) FATEIME (satisfaction
with life) » $HHOPER] R A BRI KK T » KILRETEERE TR R
FIekE 83 1 IRPESRRE EWQ » HDMELGRIRIE : MFERE—EE 9 B
F - RIENE 1 EERENERF - REMNEIBEREBNIXRF > BRAKE
AENEIRFARE 7 A2+ Bt HAOB A e G E s -

ELQ Hy5—{EAIE » HIZE E % THEERhfF 9T » DAE ERREYE » 323
HTHIFEEESE A (AF) (Carletto and Zezza, 2006; Roberts, 2009 ) o {Jil#]]
Mahar Mangahas B[JLIFERE t &5 R uG (Social Weather Station) fHARHY R E
PEER PRI EN B - A EEEIM 2 ERERER | TEE
A RER © 1. BF » 2 (E& 5 [ > 3. JFEF <) (Mangahas, 1995; 2001)
EWQ Bl ELQ H'E FAHFEAK » HABNE IR T80 TR EF] ) s2iRet
RIZE (a0« pefs ~ HE) 2% mEEHFEEE AHHPE (Ravallion
and Lokshin, 1999; 2002; Roberts, 2009 ) - EWQ HY[REA 258l ELQ 7B »
M — PRI 72 R A A [F M EP R EEAEE

ELQ {BE $HHESZEN B TS > AR 5 sl S i A T 4 il R 2 AH [
{1 o LR > AHEHE MIQ f TEQ » ELQ B [ > S R SR 2 i i 22 25 [ S 12 Py
AOHTTHES I L - EMRE RS2 3E R G R A - HAIRIES A\ B HY
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BRI ASKEHRE (Lucchetti, 2011: 48-49; Statistics South Africa, 2012) « 5 &
Z » ELQ {Fa% I sEEE Y S b RS mT DUt (v, (285) » HXdh&H
HoAth A SR ERFHRBAARDE » WGB3 E (L (Posel and Rogan, 2014 ) ©

THERS LI =FE771% » CAQ ARSI AR E (F THROEER] ) HYFEE -
LA BRI E (FEAE - 32 7B A IR B A =« — R RIFTSAE
SR A I BRI FEAE » HAR AT TRrfS ) WOERANIGANE 5 F
H AT E TR S & T E Bt RS FE o IE R - HLREIRIE HiE pl AN R
fEFKHE N LZBIA - (HEE LAIJEAI (Pradhan and Ravallion, 2000 ) ©
CAQ WZEMN = TRy —{EEE T & &M HE A BV SCGHTER « 1.
R REET > 2. KPS RN A REFRE > 3. SHE@EKEMNT <
P8 < BlafZahE i AR R ERE S (BY) ~ 5 ~ 7G& ~ (R -
B %) Y (adequacy) » HHSHETR IS5 BTN T
KEEZRIEE (B) B (Lokshin et al., 2006; Pradhan and Ravallion, 2000 ) ©

ESR CAQ RJ LUV AN b a TR TR - (HILTTiE T E — S E 5E
Ji > A TEQ Kz MIQ 5 THSCA 1 72 57 RE #E I # I] Be A S 2 B o) e B 2 A
% CAQ th[FIFRM MAERER ) BALAIPIRITIRE 5 & Wi{lE V7 E20E TH%
TUIRIFR AT RE & R E A R A e (K B & TR B RTFAY58ME: (Lucchetti, 2011:
6) » WARIHES FEHEFIH RIS ET] » (Bl IR —R 23 (Ravallion
and Lokshin, 2001) « Db F#I#E &3 5 5€ 7720 & A R aMIBRE] (2HEK1) »
{5 I i Im AR B S 1T 7 » HE NG e & e o E il g g3 - WA 17 Tt
E ~ R ~ BE 1 WEBPEE - Rl RBUN AR €A B - BRI
TBUAHRE (van Praagetal., 1982) - EEILEAER ARG SR - BA Tt
Wl R o BERRRE TEGEME ) PEFIERIRIE - (EWRLER R A R T 42
TE MG RE  (E R LA AT -

T AL BT AN R
BB T BRI AAFE K DRT LB ERTE I 1

PR AT R o7 £ il A8 8 (cost variables ) ~ #3880 ( preference variables )
il 224585 (reference variables) & = KJH :
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# 1 RBEERRLZ L

B B I
TR | LRI HE TR | E PRI | 1 R
13 (1 BTG SAT | PRHCERIEI | 2 oA RrEms
M) | B 3. LU R A
2.1EQ 5l e R
M =] S 2=
B | VT T | 1 ARSI |, o
il 7H WICT ) ARy R K 5H X PR RARY (1958 AR —E HFE
(EQ) | B WHRHES A2 | 4 N e
BEMCEHEN | 2005 TR | S b
FEJ Al TR \
I
A
WS | L AL TR | L SRR | 1 AR a4 (e T
15 (BEbs) FPELEICR] | AR | AR 2
(ELQ) | ety P IEADE |
2 FEAVEERENL | EE SRR | 2 AR A RS
R By i o
e | seeLo L Faem | > L LN
PR | (ERE R b
(EWQ) | WFIREEAFE  EWQ .2
IR P L
s
IEBEE | I E TR | DT | 0 e 2 B
PRE | BRI EEE | R T
(CAQ) | BeMmmehiEh 3422
A A > A
REA

BRI « (EE B TR -

(=) XA E]

e RSB ELE ARG K MEFT T A = YRR - BERs B — AR B A R
(cost effect) (van den Bosch, 2001: 110-142) » 5 ZE & 2 B al 2= FL A A ]
SBCEVE (command over resources) 25 » Bl : FEAIA - FfEdi e A4
1E/KHERT TR AL AT ) (Hagenaars, 1986: 43-55; 87-95) ©
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(2) RIS & &N

B WU A7 (preference drift) ZCRARFE » HEFRIARIEAARF
K% (individual welfare function of income ) 73T HAU A RS2 » I A MR s
AR dhak i A RS - (HEHR SRR BRI K (van Praag, 1971; van
Praag and Kapteyn, 1973) - ;@235 MM & EEP A R4S KEE - KRS
ANEKEERR S AEEA RO AN T HE SR RO S AR TS B0AE
g ATE (Garner and Short, 2004) o FHIAAME K& (RFEZ #T A TG K HE T
S ERIEEE > KENEN AN KA R i e A2 B > AR 2
w2 kgEa oK (Ferrer-i-Carbonell, 2002 ) °

5 sEen
e BN (RiE) Fia s AE K 2R3 - t— R ERE
EN (KhE) $TH A BFEARALRTEE - bR 18 H BSREARDY - T g
RN H AR AR AT 2 BCIRDE ~ HPrERE Sy sl ~ B8 - HE2IE
PR S FREZ2RIEPUE (reference effect) (Garner and Short, 2004;
Hagenaars, 1986: 50-55; 87-88; Kapteyn et al., 1978; van den Bosch, 2001: 132-
142; van Praag, 1971) ©
H RO RALMER AT - % W5 DB BRI Rt /71 » (Hiees
BRI Ch T A SO R —E T > ELERBEAYAN ¢ LA Goedhart et al. (1977)8
18 AR FS MIQ ILBIMARY SCEE RSB » (A IERE TRUsEM AR A > iR
B HIE TE&E]) ke TEESERA L BIE AR - REHERT T
AT KEERTTR A » FRP R ~ REFIA G S MR SRS
e MR IRIFRR - BDREBIRICA RS » HERFIEE 415 K EEFT TR < R E
RIK o Goedhart 5¢ A\ HYBFSE A 3H & S IR 0IRUAE = > 2 & tHERAS Ba b 240 -
Hagenaars (1986) ~ de vos and Garner (1991) ~ van den Bosch (2001) ~ Gar-

8 LI ALEEIRIEH AL > (HARSRGAHBRR SRR - B4 Bautista (2010) $IFEHE £
AR » SRR R B ik
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ner and Short (2004) Z555 » 1 ARFE{E AR S B AR R o i AR 5 B0k
HEZ ot » Hl W28 8m i « ial -~ JEEREm] - (FR) F
(FK) BERE -~ (PR) B~ (REE) g bS5 22 EE A Ry
[K1Z (van den Bosch, 2001) °

BfESRAEE ALY B R T R B FR e i U nT 1 - (B2 B8 = K FEB
N (FEE) fEAKHEIRE > R AL NER 2R » B Erfa e -
fiff £ TR BCET A Bl dm b R 3R BR AR > (BAE BB 20 A L AD400 van den Bosch
TS » &EK N2 )UK (van den Bosch, 2001: 130-131) » H K&
(REARE [ PR S TR b fERSERRE b BB LE A BUE ROA IR 35
WRLL E 22 R - iy A BARER R 745 HE (van den Bosch, 2001: 222) © BRIt
ZA% o RSB E R - B W] BN N R R SR AR AY 5 A TRRS ) —
R R e R R o (HE L SE N Al R REERE TIRFR » K iE
WRAERE ] s AL > ¥ BUBCEF 2 H R R 2 RN F AT 23R E )7
) R BRAAEE & B AUARIT (22Bd van den Bosch, 2001: 110-131) ©

BE L BRI AR REE RIS » 7R B R RT FE . DAEE S 25 {5
BROB R EEE BT o BMEBIER A KR ErnTE sy
—{E/ VYRR 1B TR ALERS ) HRHRERS R » a0 it s 7 S E A
SLEARRT I o 2. B TATE s iR ) AR T RIS » READZ ~
AR EE » BN S S TEEE R - 3. M TR THELAERE ) A
NI > MFREWABEES - WE TG o MiRFRE RS2 EREEE
o TTAHR L RIF R R R A SR ERNEE RN - KEERE S
IR AERIEE ) - TRl BRI LRI R - 2ERZNN g ~ SO abE ik
IR 3 P G I A SED B » 38 — A 2 A Adam Smith 1E (5 #)°
HFTER K @ T (necessaries) BRSLCESHERE AL IE AN Al ERAY SIESE - 5
TRIEREE S LB R AT TR, (AIEEGLR) (Smith, 2000) » [ REREHTHY

9 LESCHINERTE CBEim) 5 St (On the Revenue of the Sovereign or Commonwealth) » 55
2 & (On the Sources of the General or Public Revenue of the Society ) » 25 2 {43 (On Taxes) °
B A4RE (Article IV: Taxes which, it is intended, should fall indifferently upon every different
Species of Revenue) ©
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REREE S THRRER -

@it DAL NS B R A Sam s b - FEIRMALE - EEESTE R
— G o TR — RIS - TN EW T A RHIE T K
BATH TERN TEFRNN o (Hr] LIEER) 2 - EBA S s i g3k
EABRGR - MR R - EEEET AT LUE R H A L E & Sl s R 5
BLFE - B R B BORERE T LSRG S 8 A IR H R A
WIS o 5594 - TAMRREe 1o B AL A BRI R 38 e DR SR IR R R
A ~ iy Bl 2225 55 = RS 5 (HER RS RS IRIEIR - S8 TR A 22 L = A
S PRI B AN E 1 » DRIEASHFZ 8 = KRR FA 0 F A% ~ R~ R
s ~ 25F DR o LUT BADRE CULERES ams R Fs AT HEZE » S04 AN ]
EEIE BRSO BN ~ B R R i (K] 45 S AR K YR Z IR 3R e ELAT
YRR L 5 W (S el

I

T

Wt

~ o ET

ARG T A R HIRE T A B2 E A RIS - SR B A AR R
SINTIRSRIRE o IE A2 B R ERBRAEH R B EHEE - e/ N2
HRENRENE » B2 E B EE A (vignettes/case scenarios )
ZEME o BRILZAY o M ERIEIEE S S BUR A BHETE R (BUE R
FTIE > 2016) » LIFIAAMBRHEE R ZAE - HE » MBZE Bl 8%
K—izRE 1 SLFRTER 0 K B R R AV R B A5 F S AR - B
KIAIRE » Mk s B S s nyRERA R 22 s A% ~ RRAERT - B9 - MG
REEL IR B RPE R R REME -

FHIAASCBWIERIEISE » DUZ IR TE N 5 2 6 SR AR m o pE f b/t 9T ¥
R bk TRy G SERERIER (stratified cluster sampling ) » 4R i LAZ AL 5
R4 E (R~ R ()~ B (B5) - 525 (9F)) > DU E
Bt 5 R 20 [/ )N » B N 26 2 BIEER A (5 AR B 6 e 1 BE) »
NAHEE PR PR R o RS G35 S EIR S2Aa fl ( DAE#R
HEMET) TSRS - RRHE2EFRIR » HRE TSR M

Ju
X

k=14
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BERG IR o AMFEIRAIERET 1,000 {3 A e ARG (A RS
[A] » (HEREERBIE AN ) > Hrb200 53 RE - d—33 it 800 fnfae -
B 778 173 - [ZR R o (HERS R SRl » TRy NEA—E [F] e
o IR0 - (ESESABR R o g L o S BB A » i B S
traxa A TR - R P SHBRABRANS « F2380 191 07 (4 [RIB/) - bk
AHEE 24.55% ) ~ MR (1) 147 47 (3 THIED/ D - (SERAHEES 18.89% ) ~ 3%
#iR (HR) 84 {7 (2 MBI/ » HERAREE10.8%) ~ &R (48] 356 {1 (11
B/ N o HARASHE R 45.76% ) ©

[ A A 25— D BRI - W FEE Joide SORN B SRR > Bt
MEF R B ek e AR AR TS WS B R 1 - BRI R [ aE R
EEARER (7F) ~ SEEFRENEE (2 F8)  ERRERE R L
IR (2 7RE) ) =R - I AIRIFSCRE M 52 - 55— B Ze iRy
BENHEEBASENE - 528 TREEAER ) N TEEHERENEE]
SFEAR AR E Y » 55 = AR HEL S —BhRT e RIRE A B - 3 SR SRR B
AR - 5 LA FREANEREREEERE (e Ll THER) i)
A s s i AH B T P - 31 26 R 5 55 2 {lE v~ REHIE LI SR A& (factorial
survey) LTI » JREIERIE BETE S 0T (vignette analysis) J7ikR%AT RS
PRERREF BEIG DUIE » BRI 3 (EERERE FESE - [ EANIE] 1 i o K]

MR FAC T 58 ot R A £ 2

B 2. R 64 48 350K I

(HBEATERHT)

R AT

BRBERABE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
BTRARE ) 3
FALBA K £ 8 5 L FFBN Bk o A o x 2
PR —$Eiet X 22 Al % X
¥ oo h - g 22 % % #
MERHFFRE= - e 45 ¥
TN G

1R 208

BEE R4 A & 54 20000 7T, o
] 1 - SR8 e S (97
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It FrE SR EAREEHE - (HiERERETZGNEAE o 5 HPASE
B 778 1y » TS A 3 (EEhRERR BRI - i Htat 2,334 (R HER P -

Pl SRR & T EM EBui%ET (experimental design) B 7%
(survey methodology ) » il it [ 7 AR RR I » 3 eI 5T 2 K SRS EE 1 Pt i
IR BTG (vignettes) » BEG{EHFRERE » SRS MB & EE
( Atzmiiller and Steiner, 2010) » DAWARSZ3E ¥ 1H7 € TG HHIAIER ~ TR IR aER K
A (Alwin, 1984) o fECERAIFST L > 38 H HE LA BN S AT SR R
3R b (Ludwick and Zeller, 2001 ) » 4l#+ & TAEERIESEAER (Taylor,
2006; Wallander, 2012) » [K]FHE @ A5 o SERFE PR EHE SR 2 G
1) 237 ZURSHAILEE A ~ VIS aB B E TR RO - (RIS HE T
RS HE R AL (Atzmiiller and Steiner, 2010) « —fi&1f 5 » FEH#EE
S ZE A s AR iR T R > ZEEE AR AP B — (] (Ludwick and
Zeller, 2001) @ 1. Tl Z8AK(E FRVSEIE » 2. i 556 R RV = BIEET - 3. RERkAE £
Z o BeAERE R WA 77 5 REIEAC %G T (orthogonal design) » BY
P B EZ AL (orthogonalization of vignette factor) —— {5 ([ 5 &
(EMEIAH B8N - (B R R GIR D B E 22 Pk B AT TR
BIFHRC SR A R (Alwin, 1984) -

1K BRI ARsE LI M REERG - Jeik et 118 E R R iz
TEEN - A% P HE R By B SRR A CE & R TEERGLE » TR & AE & S E
(JBlE) RARBEME IR T RIRT o 10 AW BIR AR 3 9 1 < &
FEf i b ~ JEgRERE A E ~ e ERE ~ T B ~ SR IE AR ~
RNBERE ~ R/ MEZE -~ SVERE -~ IRESCH gl BIRFZeiE Ry B 50E
(223 4-1 f13% 4-2) © AF5EE AR S8 PE a8 1 R P &5 1 R ZE IR (it fa
Zalit o LIS R OGO E B E - Wt —2D 0 #riE 9 (AR 25
AR B

10 AHfF 5% DL QBo64 3 = 158 5 7 AR [ HE X B2 X - QB64 5 5 T #id 4L © http://www.qb64.
net » http://code.google.com/p/qb64/ °
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K~ WS sa e o b5

ARG M RS2 © 5F— » AR EBRHE G T S5l R
B Z RGBSR 2 DU BN R E R A BRI 32 R ) 2 55— s (]
LR RER IR SR RS 1] 2 25 IR SRAH A 52 B SR ] 2 8 W (i Sl RE

THITA R TR » DUF 4yt -
— ~ WgERTE—

() #1E5785

FEASENERENAE T a0 T EEEZFT0 > mERL
TFEIBERES] ) (ERASEBIRIFEIE - Bi#& R TRIEBCME ] ~ TRE
WO AREE 1 ke THREERIERERL 1 - & HILL TEEWETHEL 1 TR
HEPE ] KR o THREWCRME L RRFFEIE » 2295 CAQ Firakat @ &l
SafiE B R ENOA BLS I AHELAIB DL - A S (82 « (D5 - FEREEn &
B RS 5 QKRB - BEREERIEEE 5 QUGUPH 5 (B 5 SIHHE
RG] - TRIEWARESIE ) B X P88 - (R EWQ 2KEat » G safid Haf R
FEEAL G R RSRE > 50 10 (g - &IARE 10 - RIKEZ 1 - £/
PRBERNERLE | » R AE MIQ B R AAEHL — EL AT am ) &) — T 2 B3
FEHR > HEEIRIER F RS - 1 EE G R
5o [HB T TEEERENEE ) 158 2 (i EREHE TRER R
FHRE LI - B 53 (MBI A A IE A BRRIIGRIT TG TRIERI B
BV EEY 53 e B A A VA BRI A= 0 F S RGP Pl > RTBRAH RS BN R ~ 4K
PEIRE ~ IRAEERTE ~ IRTH] ~ JESIRNT ~ REGEL ERAGRLLUR AL/ > b
A W BERIERLLL » ASCRKIEE (deprivation) SUE 5 IR SR A
HE B EANEREARA G S (LFhA0) # 1 > U1 Mack #l] Lansley (1985:39)
e FIEMREE TszatEti D G sl n 4751 (an enforced lack of

11 A% Veit-Wilson (1987) 13 o
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socially perceived necessities) » 7Rl TR A Z BRI R IEE IR E LLEHE
TS > Sl IRE B RS o

FWRELL TR EIAERET] ) BESSREE - BERXRPEIE - (W
MG G2  THE B AR NAENZRES T YWE—E R > [ REE
FURIRAF) 21 TEBEIRETMEL B8 5 HEE @ (DFRERNVEETE
T QEMANER/ VEETERD  QMISER/ NVEETET - (HiReRiEE 2

TEEILEY) @RISR VEBETERE - A E 25 FEYNEY) -

BEEHIMHTE IEEIER  OMGER/VERTRE  ARBERH
HEERINGEY) > ATE Sy B YERRIM T TEEEH o TR MIBEEE) tha 5
{lEZEE - (DIAREH AR ST HE AELHFm (Bah > K& ~ [~ K& -
AVEYNLTE) BIBAS 5 QU AES ST H G LT M o (B GEE
FEEAEE B TFRVAEIE LT 5 B)CARE ) ST H ARG L7 b se - (BT
PR IRGE T (RO B BEMRORGE I A0S ) A IRIEE 5 (4 RE ) SO H B AR
W IR R BERASA - (B K G2 EEH (41 B4 FE RS
il AR - BREESRAR IRINEE), W~ SAEAEYELRE R )+ (5) At 5
AH il o SRR 5 (AEIHIRIR 28 E R EE AR I [ DU AE IR TE O 0
SEAFE R R P8 IE - B AR KRR R EEAPIR AR 5

R EEA SRR » BSEUSERA TR ~ ZKEMW ~ K
FERURE ~ REESCH ~ REBE FH -~ KEANDBLUKR 18 B LU/ MAEE
i A BELES A AT BN SR 2-1 FIFR 2-2 Fs o

(=) BRDhEE

A A E B 830 EHY TR BE R BRZE ) Ff > R Cerioli #1 Zani
(1990) FEAEMIE S (fuzzy sets) Frs B HIKAE GHHIE » AR R
AR BERIHIERLL o SEE)TIERN BB ER ISR ER S —E TR > PR
ML Th,/ ikl (08K 1)1 B mEETHIE -

TE AT b B T HEE#ETSY > 7RERA Arnold Zellner (1962) $2HHHY
VhEAHRR T (seemingly unrelated regression) ACERET RS2 1 Ad - El & G40
RPRR - RELF GG AR o (B2 - &S AR Z ERRR 22 IE
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#2-1 WEEEASNR (H8E) (MRSt

SEHIE R K % B8R T 4 7 KE %

ExREFT{LRE 772 KLU RE 778

0=/]NEIER T 168  21.76 B #H B fH A RS T 103 13.24

I=4BRAUERHT 140 18.13 BOREE (B%M#) 320 4113

2=4f 65 8.42 BB =R E 77 9.90

3=4Bkt 399 51.68 —xhE 278  35.73
KEMEN 775

0="7 472 60.9

1=5 303 39.1

#2-2  PBEEARNE (HEIE) AUHS R AR

1 IH 2 R FEY B8 feEHE A i/ IME I KAH
R 756 2.3307 1.0975 1 6
REHE T 773 11.9056 3.4446 0 18
R IE 776 3.7577 1.4199 1 8
18 B LT /58 778 2.0720 0.7525 1 5

o TREH ) BIESE 6k » RlE TG 2 8Tl ~ M2 \it~F 2 4 Horl ~ M4 @~

FR6EITI~TeBmIT~TE8EILI 8 EIT~FE10&Eci~TogEwr (&) Llky-
{EFHRRRRE » NS A% @i/ N 751 (ordinary least squares) SE{TIHET » A%
AR R B LE R Z 3R o AL AR R e PR F E i NV 5% (gen-
eralized least squares ) » LAMIE( G 22 BE A 3005 -

o~ pEgERTE
(—) #185R88

5 5 M — DA AT B (G P B2 A B A () AP B 2% e A%
T {9 (SR AT A R SR B —— BRIESR o BETHE Y Th
FESRACE B i BRI A E S 2 ) PSR - A i o A (K ] 232 A 0
RUARHIZRRI B - B BB BB R M B RS © 3 R SR 1 S i
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FRHUFHME - FFFEE R T ) 1 MIQ &3t s o TR (R n 252
EKYETG E AT E ) R HcsIE » RETRCANER 3 Fors ©

59 EfHR E SR (H8H) i EEmE L ~ BRESESE ~ (£
ﬁ’f&‘%‘iﬁi%ﬂ&)ﬁ‘%ﬁf&@ i ~ FRABEER ~ K/ ML~ ShERE
FHRES MRS - WlSEEARE R R R 4-1 Ik 4-2 -

AURIAL - 1 9 (BB IE D RARSRAS ~ Rhr Bl 2225 — RIIE HLREEE -
SO ZE R o0 R (A ~ (s ~ BB ~ oK~ 2B LR - Hot - 3
FEARIER TR SRS ) ARR BRSNS - TEERbE T A o aRE0
b s (R RS R = 1T sth L 0 5 ot (A S o LAY I =5 - SR QR (S L
iR ARAE TG B I RARE 2 55 5 T ab 7 (B RS s B L i - [Nk THb|R
KR AT o HR - (et fa(E A\ SR ER B EEN - &8 TLE,
AR 1 TR E ) A TR E SR 2 T IR R g A &

d R o HORE S W EAE TEER A LU - FE - BRI B TR
?ﬁﬁ’éﬁfﬁ » RIEWARIE B LA - E&Hfr METAARE ~ TG EER
~ TR a3 ) BRI E T RE A o 1iid = (18 B A PR nl L SRR
)\E’\J@(ﬂiﬁ;  RIEWARES TR - E%Eﬁﬁi%% o ERSTORIEN - 58 [T
AR ARIRITORINGR - wE TR/ NMEEL F TR MRS

%3 ¢ PR AR AT 2 ARG B R E KB (N=2,330)

SBIH R Ed
IERRCYN: & 84
2="K/b 203
3=/ 212
4=/ 416
5= |4 634
6=M%% 352
1=% 192
8=K% 154

9= 15 KHag 83
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NS AL @R

#4-1: RS EM ISR (HSEH) (UM Radistit (N=2,334)

IR RKE % PRy i KEY %
JE R ER i L Kat EEARR
1 ="TIRFS 424 18.17 RIS A 468  20.05
2="K IR 471 20.18 A 683  29.26
3=FphFifi 500  21.42 RESIRA 477 20.44
4=F 460  19.71 FHACRHIEA 224 9.60
5= 479 20.52 R Bl 234 10.03
WAL 248  10.63
JE AR e HRNE AL S D
1=JFH %= 462 19.79 0 =I5 e 469  20.09
2="HEh7= 471 20.18 1= | fHEFEE 1,385  59.34
3=15H 465  19.92 2=7 2 Y5 480  20.57
4=1E 499  21.38
5=JEHIF 437 18.72
(EEEEY EIN| Y
0=FHH 1,142 48.93 0="Er R 1,905  81.62
1=HF 1,192 51.07 |=HEKRY 429  18.38

at o RS S RAR IR BRIE AR e o

#4-2 RS ER ISR (HSEIE) (UM Radiait (N=2,334)

B84 T 4 1 T8 fEEHE /M OAAE
PR 2.0321 0.6881 1 3
AN 1.7875 0.7586 1 3
BB g 7.4323 3.9969 1 14

it s LTS/ N EE 5 18 UL MY IR - TR SO gk BRI E 1D 523 & R e
R E B R P 2 AR K MR FME - (ERIE T MR 2 AR B AE 1R
855 > PR R B BE B F 7R 2% D ARG BRI B 8H - A RERE S A E R B IR L
5 WS AIRR A E IR R SR T LI - 0 14 40 - 1 &R 12,500 7T » 14
R 47,500 JT 0 {EIES 1-14 > REFF 2,500 JT—/d -
2. RIS E AR IR L AIE AR I



TR BT B 2 15 359

& S IR P R 1% S IR BB R PRIB S (WA
AR M B R e A5 it Bl AR B ) > DRI S M IR IE T SR AR - S5 .2 »
HBE/ N2 IR e N BHIR & ZR BHL TR A TR A © ffk - [52305
FARBEW S AHME D LR AT IR Az 35 8 N IR E BRI TR - BIRE Zah& &
LB S HER T TR E 22 VB RIAE SO R & 2% ) » iR 2
R - BRAFAHIE - 2EAGTE TLRMEN - FAFKELS B S
HETE AL A AR S B BRI FT IR S 2 IR B B P &

[}
G

(=) BERDIEE
Ry TaxE TR ARz B K ESEE A ) R BB BHE E T - A
Rl Shapley-Owen {iE £5 A< ) R-Square 77 fif# 7% (decomposition ) 317 {H &
(Huettner and Sunder, 2012) o LR E1EE R (cooperative game the-
ory) » T HEBIHE E R S1FERIZEE (players) » ANF] 22134 FriH
ACHERER (coalition) BRXA{FEEfR (cooperative game) » & AN[F]HY T EE{HE
(LA R-Square .2 ) » Wi} Shapley-Owen {25 5 Hi (I 22 B2 2 A E R ©

fh ~ BEHR
— ~ A B B R bR

—UFEEIURATS - ERE SR —(EE AR TEAREE S &
5 SR ZHEBE T ML TR MIAEGET] ) A SRR (1R
1E) WETERSR o Wi =R LB EAEANS - B TRIEREREE ) NEE
B; (cut-point) HELIFRTE - '* HERIER 5 ZBUERET > F 7L TR £IU0E
BRI 5 TRIEWCSETE ) BUREE AU # & 6.52% » LA A
HORETE R RIE (BIRIENARE ) HIBERAR 12.62% HEFRAEILAF © i3
A B E A R RA LG TR AR - A 72.02% SRIR LI E &

12 ffS THREERIERERL ) 2 DRI & 7T E S - MRER TR THE) > 15
ARE BB ) I o
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25 ¢ M B 1 Al B

g IH 4 O\ KE %
FIEW S THE
1=4H > BErEn] & M EE 107 13.95
2=KBHH > BerEEnI S 188 2451
3= APl 230 29.99
4=FElEA 2 192 25.03
5=HHET%IH 50 6.52
Hat 767 100.00
KEEWCA RS &
1={BAF (REF) 82 12.62
2 60 9.54
3 112 17.23
4 87 13.38
5=rhERER 195 30.00
6 73 11.23
7 26 4.00
8 1.08
9 0.62
10=5%5 (KIAE) 2 0.31
= 650 100.00
HBEIHEHE
1=n[ERoy B RIS IE BN B 46 6.16
2=EIE NI E TR E 49 6.56
3=MEERESE 2 HH KERINEY) 114 15.26
4= R NVE BT RE 196 26.24
S=RER/ VEBETEE 342 45.78
AHal 747 100.00
Ot I R R
1= AR AN R S AT 456 61.46
2=Hpe EEERREE S 135 18.19
3= EERECR R B F A IR 79 10.65
4={f A KEE T G2 HE 67 9.03
5=FAth 5 0.67
et 742 100.00

at  BEAE 778 - B AIAN AR = THARL WM& -
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FREEI LB EIR (MR & 45.78% > H I 5 26.24% ) » H 79.65%
FBIA| LIS H AT F S RE ST AN RE R o R (AR B AN RE S0 H R AR
DT 61.46% > HAGEHEE S 18.19%) o AIFE— D glE A R 1%
FEERILAIRRGR - 3% 6 AR ES AL mIBH (% » (EADEHSARRIRY B (R &
K BN« =RHE ST H ISR ERIB R - B RREERIEEE « e =

FAE R H IR - TSl B TRIENCARSIE ) HIBH 6% S S H B
EIGIEHIRAR -

R M e SRS - AN [F] £ A Bt REE B A - (HIILATEs

rEgdE SR MEEE TAR  AREHHRHEESE WRIRREGR
RE o 38 EAH B HAMANHRTS thh e & R 2 5w R0y - Wi A E a3
BIFERE ~ A A LA 5 s B B m Y AU R B R Rl o P R {1 e 2
WG T— 11 E 1Y & 5538 A HE NS 2 i E2 il it oe i S > G MA@ AT L2
RAFERESEIHARA - EE AN O RREEE » IIAFEEED TRER
(science) R[] 2RGS0 Bam € 6 55 B S HATYE o ik EPRBOR ke 2 83 tHBAR T
A > AT A EM TR AT & A ka8 2% (public acceptability) ~ #
P AT EEEE M (statistical defensibility) s HR{ERI1T4: (operational feasibility )
S ={EAIFE (Citro and Michael eds., 1995: 37-39) KL A A 3 B2
BIFIHE > AR ERM S B B lm R 1Sy > BPRAE R TREEET ) A Al
MRS Th( ) EafIauAIeE -

i

2

7 6+ 25 A F A YR
FEWSE  FEBA  FEHNE  BEAEE L

FHE W& e TR AHME HEEHE
REEN S ATE 1
e ON —0.5503* 1
REEHBERE 0.3948*  —0.3781* 1
HEIRETE 0.0764%  —0.0947* 0.0579 1
B L e i S 0.0447 —0.1049* 0.0229 0.5140% 1

it * & p<0.05 - BEERT
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BB A B —h% - LEE SR SR by s R TS & A RS E
s R 6 MHBH MR 2B AESS B F A — E B > n]REF A (RN EE)
FARIE > IRIE AR S AN ER T 26 Jeal i - i@ R FH A 06 SEAH BB R (Zellner,
1962) » I3 K323 E SN RS i R & 55 R & 55 [ FR iR 2 &
6 B4/ ik SEAHBH RS 73 i 2R o 28 7 /Y Breusch-Pagan 5 E 2 TRIEME -
AR AR 22 X5 [RIREMEAHRE (contemporaneous correlation) » L) Zellner
DB EERTRR AR (53T > & EC o P LR EBIAER 2 3 B2 » Bt =R
R ERE ) » 2R TEE S S A S0 TEEE

TEAE R B0 I SREESCH S = (B A S (S S 2 A RiE
XitdAr > Al (REWCHERAE D » ARG ) 3 RKESHRZ
TS IR EE RN - WtE s AR R E R EE SHT S - ZKEX
BEBREREH LT MR IR AR - BHEREEEE - R
BEaAAAELAT T Nt REXNETE (LHRAEE S s KEH
BREEIRA] RRRIANTTER » NSJERBFRE IR » e 5 E
Wkt Y (U APPSR ans ) o HHES HADRRAI SR EE - BEH AR R EE T
PREEEA (family capital) 572 » KIS EE S BLE RIS (225 Gofen,
2007; Hoffman et al., 2006) » DIZHEE =K BERZ AL » SRBEW SR AT IRHER » UKL
B i PR

FREEPR Al BRI Ve L HER RS B IR - SR
FHVEERAN S ¢ 1 R AT L > ISR AT > I R EEI A RS e B
Ve R BN o 2. B = A RER REEE ARFAE » K HAth o) ez 5
[ B IRFEfE o 3. —fEAREHE » FHIE TG LT R dr B aRask ) ~ T¥h
S HARNE Z SO BRRURE ) BR M E IR B RRAY TR A E
P W RVA T A —ER/T & T B MG A = R IE KBRS

13 {Efsha 0L E R EMR g AR VERRE » M ERIR T (87512 STl » Variance Inflation Factor
(VIF) fE/\2 3 » RIEAERPERTREA K o S8 3758 I NEFA LR AL (ordered probit
model) ffizf » EEAFHYHBIHIE 7 2R - BATERAE - KRR -
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X7 BR ML EEENRA (15 MR R )
KIEEWEL FKEWA  FEHE  HHIRE W
7HME [ et Far i I
S —0.1199%* 0.4067*%*  —0.0124 0.0212 -0.0145
(0.0442) (0.0633) (0.0053)  (0.0446) (0.0407)
{EFER T LR 0.0490 —-0.1112* -0.0006 —0.0340 -0.0041
(0.0381) (0.5450) (0.0045)  (0.0384) (0.0350)
FKEMER 0.0332 -0.0147 0.0328 0.2327* 0.0853
(0.0936) (0.1341) (0.0111) (0.0944) (0.0861)
FREBE T —0.0699% 0.1378***  —0.0078 —0.0688%**  —0.04]14%*
(0.0148) (0.0212) (0.0018)  (0.0149) (0.0136)
Edrs L 0.0531 0.0990 0.0032 0.0300 0.0086
(0.0792) (0.1135) (0.0094)  (0.0799) (0.0728)
Edragill
HBIHA R E 0.5349%* —0.5450%* 0.0480 —0.1543 -0.1050
(0.1700) (0.2435) (0.0202)  (0.1715) (0.1563)
B =K E 0.2251 —-0.8266%**  —0.0146 -0.1649 0.0862
(0.1715) (0.2456) (0.0204)  (0.1729) (0.1577)
—RFRE 0.0770 -0.4804 -0.0099 0.0413 0.0451
(0.1756) (0.2510) (0.0209)  (0.1771) (0.1615)
18 B LA/ IMZH 0.0432 -0.1213 0.0083 -0.0435 -0.0614
(0.0999) (0.1430) (0.0119) (0.1007) (0.0918)
IS 3.4821%%* 1.8106%** 0.2261 2.6941 %% 2.2790%#*
(0.2600) (0.3724) (0.0309)  (0.2622) (0.2390)
PIE (R (R-Square) 0.1304 0.2548 0.1182 0.0516 0.0264
Breusch-Pagan 1 € {iH s
(BRI ) 3974880
1 #p<0.05 5 **p<0.01 » ***p<0.001 °
32 FpERIRE RS TROOHKEE »
B3 BB 593 -
i 4 0 o bl SR A A 2 T S S AR R
—_— Y ANLYZ N v ML /
T~ IR PTEEA AR K MER [R5 B AH RS 2
1% BRI AMTE B R ] 552 A2 15 AN R B 3R S % s B L SR A

BIEERL > TS SRR R 8 o R 8 RURAS T LIZ I AN ~ v Mz B
%~ B FENCTEAFME - AAEERE NS CBESH) BEES
il PHRARAL TR TR NS BIZREE - EEPEPEMBESESH - H5
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% 8 ¢ PHRF AR AT e A TR HEIG L E#FE (Shapley-Owen 71f#)

‘ Y ERIERELLG RS AR L
KE ] 554
M S (fEEUERR ) (R-Square%) (R-Square%)
EA% JE &S ik —0.0769%** 2.1169 2.1878
(0.0256)
AN -0.0247 0.0709
(0.0459)
I=tiae R R IR B 0.0353 0.6081 83.9703
(0.0264)
1HE S TR 0.1866%** 83.3623
(0.0091)
WE fFx (FHA) 1.9037
HA 0.1296 0.5711
(0.0713)
Kt FEAYH (HAh)
HEHT B 0.2799* 1.3284
(0.1097)
FR A A fi -0.0054 0.0043
(0.0555)
oK Kb/ NZI —0.2152%%* 3.2400 9.8469
(0.0514)
FANBEEE (%)
PNES —0.5167*** 6.6069
(0.0981)
s T RIS FME —0.1050%* 2.0912 2.0912
(0.0312)
U IE 4.4166%**
(0.2233)

FIERE (R-Square )=0.1898

F(10,

2286)=753.55%*

H1c:
H2:
3
4

PR £ 2,297 -
H SRR A RS 22 I

*p<0.05 » **p<0.01 » ***p<0.001 °

PRI SRR HE SR (robust standard error ) ©
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TR B AR E > g ME S - B A ARG IR
o R R A o D& BRI R EEAE SN &
PR EARAE R AR LOEBE R E RS - Kz - THIEESCH ) AIlZ
FORMRIRREENAE DA » REIAE S HEERE - BIn] S R 8 N i
{RATEES AR K HE - FEE > K 8 R MBE gk B THRRR K
AT ARG RAS | W iR E RS EERISR (83.36%) » L —S THANMI AT A i Al 15
Belmir s E IR - HAEE AR HEH ) ER > QTR KR
MR AR AR AT B2 ATE A ) IV BRI K (9.85% ) » AR AR MR K/
KR R (2.19%) ~ 2HRFE (2.09%) ~HE TJKHZHE (1.90%)
fRiFRFE (0.61%) o

LB MR RERIE T A5 —Ratarb 7262 » (HYE A (8 AE SRk
CF ~ i DU AGREFE - IR A B BB En R R iR i o It
ot I FHEE RS AR AT TR0A 1 ~ TRz (R L AETERHSA ) 1 mafEsst sy b > BEn]
iyl AR E RIS B 1 = WA PN E i N AV i T AN N AN

RSP R S TRIR R R - tb— BR RS TR AR B R - O S
Z > MRsFAI255 1 sl —1B £ H (latent variables) HURHACESR  MAEEER
e HEAPE TRELHEEENT - Ea sk E ) sk
e TERS ~ TRk~ R0 =085 - TMRar A2 ) (R ReeEE TR
TEE L BEEE TERS - TR~ BE T FBRER - A BB ER
FEAE -~ RN E MM - (H7ER R0 - AIE R RER TR -

BE ~

AT LIE BB N ERIRIERTEEIR - sEESRE 5 i p
|7 = 385 2 B i G B I L BR 1R ~ SR B KR ~ Be(R ] B2 52 AR iE K e
HOTRIRIN R F R FEAE  REERE ARG R » A =B sesssl - 56— @ E
BlE BTG K5 A AR 284 T2 R (BRI R — R B R -
5 FEES ~ FORBUA TR B R e ST 0 B - A B B SR — (]

b

A
i

bb

=
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B s 38 = (B PR IR T S B ERIEAE  BIRIEENEE ) ~ ¥H0 55 S
BB BRE ~ RIEEARH R EFBE GRS B GHENRET) - 5=
TEREEER PE I AR A IS PR TR SRR 38 R EERRRE R 7y » H A8 NAE S
[@#h - RILIFRSRNZR BT RERE R K » R 2 ElgIE - 25K
# ~ BE NRAURARIFRZ -

AFHGEHZE 73 At REATHBABCR A S8 B 20 & Jed i
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ABSTRACT

The aims of this paper are the following: (1) examining the profiles of sub-
jective poverty methods; (2) exploring the factors affecting households’ subjec-
tive poverty; (3) investigating the factors determining households’ subjective
evaluation of their minimal standard of living and their relative contributions to
the minimal standard of living. The findings show that although the profiles of
subjective poverty vary with methods applied for assessing subjective poverty,
they correlate positively with each other. Furthermore, family expenditure,
parental education level, and family type have significant effects on subjective
poverty. This implies that purchasing power, identification of daily necessities
and willingness to invest, and family capital have a great impact on subjective
poverty. Finally, if we do not consider the level of expenditure, need is the largest
contribution to the minimal standard of living, followed by price, reference,
purchasing power, and preference.
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