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NERE AEFR, RERHEH LN, N EAMF ALK T TR A EHG BB, 122
CHRBFAGGEEMRE LT — ez k7, RRA Bt b BT X m) BB, 7k b 82
B FRF BRI MAGELZ A AR, ALEZERARLZFEERASARS ZAEHY AL
A bR S @R BTG 7 AR T R SR T R R R R B R AU, M E R A ARG R
A BB HORAL AL R F R ARSI AR, B A T — R AR B ARSI B 0 ARAR
YR, BAEHKZAZHELRE SEMEEIFEGEE, TRATALSESLARLY R; 5 E A, 2T A
B A A5 BRAR 0 S ZE A e AT LA R I R AT AT R0 B TR ) T AOR L, Ak A

KB : FHAT A54E s RETA M A I e

— AT

UTAEk TR SR EAE S 0% — J7 T, AL e 0 M B S ORI IX M SR 4 T [l TR I 3o, o R
M OANMR ., 5 —Tr i, BB BUE TR K AVE . SR B IR R SR A (Kenneth Dean, 1998
Hu & Yang, 2014), #HFAEREH b — SRR & 5B ok B L 5037 1Y I L L8, A3 LAk
e BB 2 ), K SR BOR AR R B S AR RO . 5 AFAEOC R W SEUEAG I, 838 22 8 R BT, 523K
257 IS (Falk & Fehr, 2003 ; Goldin & Katz, 1999; Guiso et al., 2003), JEH A

S MR AR — RO BE 3, B E AU B i, B0 B Y (Baker & Skinner,
2006). LG TAEGERY H ISR B0 FRAERE . DI, AR Z R OGN I AMEIE S ——H BEAL B SR 2,
M2 B R B AR o 2 B0 0 AR i SE R A T Z W 13X AN (Attiya & Welch, 2004; Putnam,
1993), FATEK, K “FEHOFA (RO BRYERE , 3R 115 RO SIS0 BEERE

O T RS R SR BREAS B AE AT AR 32 B SCAR PR A AL S FREE P AN O S AR I L AT M OC R
B AT AR X SR BUF AT RN ™ B i 2R 52 W) 5 I 5 DU 1) k25 JE0 R )2 32 B 0 RO B Y 5
Wi, T R , R BT AS AR AR R0 T Re R BRAE C R AFAEAS RN o AT BE vP s ¢ R B AT AR, A R o

EF R X5, IAROR P BUR H A ST B A B AT U PR B BEOE ST 61, EZWITET7 m N B St 2R B B MG, PRk 2B
2T TRITT S 5, EER S AR R R A SR ST
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HORA M ML E I i, 7oA R AT B CHAUE AR S R R AL . JEEERE R
Gy RO i A B S AL, 55 5 S BURAE BRI TE R AT 5 o W5 BRE B2 e g
AR SR R RO AR, A 2Rl G B H SN AR OZ AR S IR Z A o

5 = B BB MRV T B = o IEEHE TR AR T T 45 vh B AL B S R AT R S 7 0
Feds B B BN AF AT BOMEAEES 0wk 2 BB BT (G5 I T XU L 20095 518, 2014)
BB A v B 0 A Sk = A R At o A i o IEF R BT 5K, ST [l 0k 22 8] FUAS [ 5 AT 2 B 22 () 3
AT (EAR I — T

S0, ik mlE, (S SEEZRINAENAZ A, ToR IR A SEEA R T T S B
FAFEAT I BT SE , 2 S B AT I PO RAIE . I = AR, AR I R O A, FREE TE AR I i
WA B AL Sy, R e R BB S 5637, 3 {1 (DS TSC 75 32 O ISR 4t T AT RE

AWFFEHN T 2012 48 HE FANEDOL” ) 2 1 RSECE , B 58007 1 B 2 b 05 AR R A4 8 S Bk, O
FEECH)ZmE AFRIAZE S AR, R, 785 S SR (counterfactual model of causality ) IYFE
8T E VE RE )5 ¥ (propensity score ) S RARBE vo il A2 1, 1 A 0 8000 S 190 A5 A 48500

S & A= )T P & L E R = 52

o E A EATITIT , 205 =2 1 4E R 52 W B0 (Granovetter, 1995) . 4% 22 W5 4E RN WAL 2 56 221 L
55 Pk G LU TE PR AN FE BT T RERZ I 2 B BUR AR IS Th IR AL C R . Nz, FRIE | B H45 (institutional holes)
MAFAE , KA AR I 2 B R A 34 CRIF, 2017). BRI, 3k Fah 23 56 R AR 1E 3220 15k fff B2 5 4
xR ) 32 A i (Limlingan, 1986; Redding & Hsiao, 1990), MX — WA ih % , 3% B (9 (F L 0F 58 £ 08 T
CRARIR” ARV R AR, 2B LL A TN bt [m) S U 22 7 46 R (B R D5 2 L 1999). H
S, RARGALEFTE/NE s, — BB 779 REE 8 WA i sl M3 o, st 2 whids 2 2 UK A
MFEAERS R . A R RBIVEHI 8058 (RDF,2017),

KRG A RS WA A GE, S HMGIER SRR, B AR ATTe . BUA BT
WK O RO SC R ARAE bR IAME AR R 1y 2P a5l ” . AR SCTEHBURAE R AR AT, 3 P e
EBLEP B O R (B A FIBEGIME, 20105 Z2H5 1 (22 %, 2002 ; Lo - £ 45,2011 &7 A7 KX, 2009;
FH1E,2014), BIRZBUE SmFIE A TR 22 P B AR ] 5 — RGN OC R L (H 2 7R SE PR B 3 e
i, ADERIA T 22 P (EATE S — B RS OC R . G THE TR R MBI EROCER N LR FILIEA
WA AR AT 10, 56 s AE R i BT DU BAMY, 20023 (20 , 1999).,

BB AR R —Fh o2 B A IR R Dy B E In T AR WA i (9 T 75k, HA SRR EL B AR
SR AEE Y ) BB OK AR T S R AR SR AL S AT AR S 0 25 S, 7R AR AR A O (B R L A
2011)o FEB B IR Y 43 2 Bl 20T ok, 32 Bk AR G % BORT R[] 5% 2 (Fenggang Yang, 2005; 2006;
2013), FHMIGHEIGIANN , MRME R FZHOE T T ARG Z A, Tk 00 2 il 57 53 2O A AR o= 2
MU RECR AR R IR (BRIEHE, 2012:132) o WF5EHE AR B HA R TR) S 220, B 280 ) B2 AL AN ZH 21
TR PRI BRI, SR A TR A L RN o AHR AR IR R ZH 2N ELAR 2 5 e
WRRARATE , ARA R (R AR, 2009 ; 5#61H,2014) .
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PRI, FRAT M i - BB 208 ok AR AN, A 2L, BRRESS I A BRAFAT: , WRE A R il — R AB AT

%ﬁﬁi%}fﬁﬁﬁ(ﬁehgious Economy Theory ) , & 5% 20t 222 BRIS Bc A 52 W T BT HE B o At ik 5%
7 2 56 4 7543 RS BN BRI (X188, 2017 ;{1 %%, 2008), PRI, 52 380 24 1A% 0 8l ) S AN B AL TR 25 44 1)
il B R A A 0l 2 S O B RO (#2015 Wang & Yang, 2006; Fenggang Yang, 2005 ; Fenggang
Yang & Tamney, 2006), KT, #1228 H ) 52 W] AN B8 78 A0 S 1) i BE L i AR B AE AR A 20 38
o R BUOR AR 5 A2 O AE R D FP R o 20 IR LUK A 2 LIRE S, [ 5 285
S Z Rk 2 B VR AL o X 2L B A X AL 2 DA EA R ZI R . 5 R B (B A W DIAR SRy 322
AIXHETURD: REFEMESE . B TUis 3 DIk R = SUE G5 50 88 7 3 3

sl b AR &b 24, i H IR AR B S BOC R B % (Hu & Leamaster, 2015; Lizhu,
2003). Mo R F R 200 22 B0 sIE A BOR N AR R S 1 R B 53 O AR A OIS A, XS
W EBEOC R G A K AR BORCH 2 AT B B, A R T 8 % B0 RS RN ] BE Ak o 25 B2 A 1 o
HAH DU B PR BHORZ A TEHEAR R AY , M2 3L ALIE A B (745, 2008 ; Ching Kun Yang, 1961).“ 2 il
FEAR” o A T R B U H DA AR R . S A, S 3R AR AR e Bk e, O BB 2ok
(additivity) . il 2 £ (conditionality) 1 Ak #f 7] %5 1 (pantheon interchangeability) i 4 £ (Fenggang Yang,
2006), 3k R A E S B IOF A SR, A BAT VG )5 BB AL G S B B i, TR S s
XS IO 25 T 2R AR TR 32 ST ) B A5 4000 9 T 48T, S R G X 280 5L ORI X v T 18 25 8 LA i
RS B0 AR 5 TR o T B S AR S 2, b R A R e ad R v 28 B 1 o AR i i e R,
B A SO0 ] BE PN A2 46

PR, FRATT R 3 - e B A5 AR A 5 AN R M 2 B I 1) 5 S8 B UG 50 P2 AL R JRE SR 23 vl R 25 R B0k
B 20 2H B AT A8 R T A AT 3800 A2 40

FRAJE 5% 2L AR AL 98 (Secularization Theory ) : AR a2 N BV KA R . R B2 AN 26
AEHME ) — AP B, D e B N 208 5 0, BE A AL E R ER A, B 20 08/ L 2GR 1 (Hu & Leamaster,
2015 ; Ruiter & Van Tubergen, 2009), 22U h FHH = A 105 3R I - Bl 2% 32 OGS BEXTIE 2 B ORI R 2
AFEAE BRI o B 5d A 7 32 SO AR RO AN DL, 2 — e A e it T S0 AN (EDULAA 28, % LA
SR BUAE G A T At AT A DR B R (BETHE 42, 2010).

PRI, AR < b2y 3 SCAY AR Ak ) R0 5 40 = SR8 Bk, AT RE s il = Um0, S B IR 5
PR AR ELRR A

ZRHFARAGEHL

(= )M&IH 7% e E BT &
A SCR B 16] R FC X 7 ¥ 0 W7 B ) A5 AR 800, o B 1] (TR X D7 v S A R S R kAt =2 B (W22
T, 2012) RIEIRE A, M i it 5 AT SRR A AR SR s, 2 XHE AT AT {2 i . MR HR  FESf2

®Er‘ﬂ%§§i(p0pular religion or folk religi()n):@jﬁﬁ:g%%%l PN - SR A AR S IR SR, Bl s A AR B
1) — B BN AR B0 SR EUE D B s KoK A, HARS WA R 5% T 194398 (Yang & Hu, 2012)
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B BT EASANA, FRATTRE R (B30 R0 & A e R Dy =1, T4 (B S 36 80 A & A2 5 Loy D, =
0, FA T ZORAF A HL SRR I3 A5

AY, =E(Y.' ID=1)-E(Y"ID=0) (1)

A2 HES WA A B AN A BEAY (fundamental problem of causal inference) (Holland 1986:947) .
R TP IX A A, 652 (Rosenbaum & Rubin, 1983)42 H AN 2 BF DUk £ 4532 iR 232 S BG A0 B, 245 nf
feck B — 2] I E 0 “ e LI Z: (treatment selection mechanism) , (N5 Z; & i A8 4R, )
I 235 0 A RS2 T2 A R 051 [7] 4345 (propensity score)

P(Z) = Pr(D:=11Z) (2)

AR B N P(Z,) 347 A2 D (strata) 9 B X (propensity score matching, PSM), P[] 435 — ¢ H.
G A0 S 2 R AL PO REAS AR A AE R — 2 SRR RIS O AT o 22 5 RS . Rk, m Ak AR
U6 21 HE RS2 b BRAL N (average treatment effect on the treated, ATT)(Heckman et al., 1998 ; Morgan & Win-
ship, 2007). B {EVCECFIEZHE . 5 ERIFLE 20, 2R ZOUR I REAS i 2L, AT 1R ] Kernel FEXT % (ker-
nel matching). P12, Kernel BCXf i RREA ] T Fr A7 0 4L 9458, OF ELIEAT 13 25 AR, AT DLk B fc
T B VR XTSI IR 3% (Heckman et al., 1998),

(=) B¥E St il 55 161 18] 43 B BY

AR SC T8 T ) 8 e A At (DA 7 (World Value Survey ) 55 75 I I8 4, “HH S 4 (EUL I A 2
LWFEUA LI AR I R U R 1 o 2012 4R 78 [ JEAT 26 7S B A Hcdis L =2 B A7 v [ A 10 5o A
Jo ki ] A A ARSI A B, AR D7 ik AR A D7 ik IS G — , W EA B AR . DRI AE 2012 4F
PEAT A 2013 4F 11 A 7 H#1 201348 1 A 21 B, BARSIAT B0 “ JU U R 2 AR A5 07 (The Re-
search Center for Contemporary China at Peking University) . X RG22 EEHE A 18 5 LI LA, B
AHE 2300 A, AR 25 2.1, SO (UL TR 2 1 S 42 3K BN 8 A AS OO = BUE MR A bR 48, T 61 %2
VBB S AFMARL 7 S5 S B 2 IR EOEA R O AR

HR T A R D A M TR ) 2 A, FRATT S A ] — 2 AR BOR N A SR A B BUERE AT TN . it U, A
RSB EEOE R T — RIS 1L LT (treatment selection mechanism) o A7 B KX
[ 22 U S O F 5T 25 FRATTHR AL T 4K 4 (Leamaster & Hu, 2014; Wang & Yang, 2006; Yang & Hu, 2012),

AR AL BRI N, B 20 2 B A 3 v, A AT 228 45 5% 280 400 A% 6 1] 23 962D (Ruiter & Van Tubergen,
2009). L, 20H RN — A B RS FOB BE N A AF & (Leamaster & Hu, 2014), AL 2B
(Existential Security ) IA A « A A7 B R AT T-2K 2% 77 i et el 19 fe £ 22 S 9, AL S5 B J2 v ) 55 S HE AR, 2
e 555 125 5 WK S 2 89 (Norris & Inglehart, 2011). X /NZ5 1045 2] 1 85 B SCUEF 5T 19 E 4 527 (Aarts et
al., 2010; Crockett & Voas, 2006; Ruiter & Van Tubergen, 2009), PRI LM, AR SO R 2 2 M R R 22 77 55 N1
¥ (Leamaster & Hu, 2014; Lizhu, 2003), $#4+ 23 B2 A R BRI AE A 55 A E ARIRAS A 22 AR
o BRILAN, N E RGP AR A AR S D R AN D%, Rl gl g A% i, SRR | s figk
THZH R R AL , 5 15 AR B VIH OE (Leamaster & Hu, 2014).

(Z)ESHREL

TES T FEAR MR 225l B R AT X 0, B R E X 41 “fF%yﬂi{Jﬁ‘{f”(specific trust) , KL AGE
A AAE S HR R $8 o) M8 41 2 % 51— (5 1T (generalized trust) (Misztal, 2001 ; Putnam, 2000), — f§
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5 AT, 6 P2 5 T4k 2 B R U 1) k2 DA 1 — b 2 42 J, Sk S i AL 5 R B L 4 0% R B R G
(Knack & Zak, 2003;Zak & Knack, 2001), 32157 I8 — M5 AT (A R 8 o — 50 2878 501 R m Ay K%
SR LS AR, 0 WA “ BB /NGO BT . T X — B 4R, 60.3% 32 i 1 24 K2 BN JE Al
DIMEAER” AR B 22 i N ™ (0 N B 46 35.2% , e T A v, HAT X4

AR SR  —MAFAE " A , X R RAFAE” I BEAR AR A HEUFAL " AT L T TR R R DG R A,
A SEEAR R AL R (GR 1) o RERGEMFR R IR E 05 R4 R & 0C R 0y, M6 R Bt i
JEZB I R L AR RN E R (2002) A0, B IR R R X REEM SRR I 3R . DR R AT 4 SR 155 /&
H AR S B RN AR AN B — R TR N S S BUE MR RN Al S i 0 AN [ 1
T B R BE R G R BN R R FAE

KAGEZIN, BB AR HAMFAL A, 40— AR AT HLUEAE MG BEAE T, S A G, T
SEfr b il BE A AT AL SUE AT MO IR AL B A+ E 2 D BRAE S o TR, 75 ZE AN A ST OREF , DA B T A%
R4

R AILAE VR A ] BE L4 AR B, 2 BE AR AT B IR SR 2 A (E R, 20055 B4 R R, 2013), 4140
{14 S A S S A B (AT i R A A (A 7S, 2009) R, i 5 R A, AT S T AR LK
VBRI BE AR AR X R AR b . 3 40, T4 FEARIY SCHRIE B, 4L & A 5k S 205 577 I A B AR E G
Z (Putnam, 2000; Putnam et al., 1994), 5% 08 A S & F F 1 08X 4528 R (8] 4L 8L 15 AT (B AR 2 B0 A IE .
BT, ARSI — AR AT O R AT (S AR AL SUE AT U7 PSR O R G

AR AR R SRR o AR AR A AR S B A S0 3 DXy SIS AR S AL o X R 1 BF S )
I BB R 2 FEUGATAR R & AR AT Al 7 PRAR B R DU —REAE AT, X Akl AL fF AT s
KRG B RPREA G LKRGEAEZBIMOCR”; R BEAFAE" 75, AT 1y 2 ROl B2 45 1)
B I EAEACE” BB A X BN B ) AL LG AR R BE P e BUR B N RIRER K
2 ATHHLE” s “HEUFAT W25 58 2 1 0k S 25441 20 AR BUR B AR AT K e R B« T2 (K
s KA/ R T ARAT REE R H  I SR ZE A S ) BRSO . ASCGRE GF R b
R R AR AR ) W B A8 B T U Rl . A4 0 (B o) IR IR O V) Ab S geur st (B2 b b
ZE.HRZ2 R TFE TR ULEZE ISR 1-10 BE S FREWA S5, FEENA KT (L35 B A 79 T
BE A A BB WA GEAG AR TR RS LA TS RCBEAR A ESRAE SET  R  TRDk
A AMECT A TR 5 ) o AR N A (18-29) (A (30-49) (A (50-75) 1 =/ AR &, filtFetR v &
HEFE g b Al AN YA B (1) .

x®1 FETSHRRDW

Ak FHE R4 bR e/ ME RRME FEARL
—JfEAE 0.644 1 0.479 0 1 2196
KARFEE 9.657 10 2514 0 18 927
i BEFAT 18.54 18 4.662 0 27 1773
HAUFIE 14.60 15 3.865 0 24 953
REEH 0.148 0 0.355 0 1 2166
I M 0.226 0 0.419 0 1 274
PE5I 0.510 1 0.500 0 1 2300
I 0.826 1 0.379 0 1 2300
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e R R

(ZF1)
AS FEIE RYDR 8 bz F/MA FEPNE FEASL
LA 0.042 0 0.200 0 1 2192
2 0.434 0 0.496 0 1 2192
T2 0.321 0 0.467 0 1 2192
T2 0.201 0 0.401 0 1 2192
A 4.416 4 1.853 1 10 2055
Py 0.0760 0 0.265 0 1 2300
I\ 0.232 0 0.422 0 1 2300
m(EThE) 0.308 0 0.462 0 1 2300
KL T 0.169 0 0.375 0 1 2300
18~29 % 10.203 0 0.402 0 1 2300
50~75 % 30.367 0 0.482 0 1 2300
e E=47 0.440 0 0.496 0 1 2300
fe =18 7] LA 0.254 0 0.436 0 1 2300
TR HE=ALF 0.0670 0 0.250 0 1 2300

BRI« 5 7555 7
w9 B 5T AT

(—=)MEME LA RE: BRPAELEBHEXE

SR BN S SRS B EIE T 3 [ 2% 20 0 A 8 P A O ot TR AP i (I3 2) o RV R
SRR A — 253 8T o P B - B R TC o R M A A, A5 5% 726 47 Y NAT 3 384X
KWS 51T R, UK 3% ZHREEIT R 2.7% M A BAE" BRI N A S A =8I RN, %
V5 XA A 2 2 AE A B A AT RS AER 1 . SEBR b, R A T4 TR SRR E AT &R T 5%
AT HBAEERRE o MR a7 R A9 22 736 v [ R SR R0 2P S (Yang & Hu, 2012) , X SEZFFE AT
KAy o i T S RS TR S BT O, RS A A SR I

WERESH R ERA BB A0 22 B B R i SR FN ] BETE . 38% 95 TE A A RERE 2 m—k
SRHOE N, 31D E AR KA AT, BB R R P EUE A R RETE TR H AU 2 SR
g, A G E AN S AL, HEWE L 2E . 20% M B B e T A 2 20 2R TR E s
FRBEBASIE , MR S AR A S RIS W eh . X5 EAHEME5HE— 2 REE,2008)

TESEHONFNTT T, B A B, 22 B 1R 22 O FE A 0 533 2010 98 28 1k S T BT , 5 PRGBS R A AR E
AR FE BARRERT A O RS ZAR A 5 1 B IRE (229% A0 A © 1= E0EME— T IR ZRY) o B2
A BRIE HARIEAREAVHE AL A Z R om 2RI S SIS ZEMEAIFA LT o 57.1%m%E
B HURTEN N A LA R ZBAR AT o= BOMR A B B  AAR o OB SOE AN T A R A i 22 B 42
fith S 2O o AR A % B A B3 S PPN 7 T, 85% B R DE A s HAB SR B N 5 IH R A 2 5%
PN —FEA TR, T 200E Xy T 20 A 60.8 %454 AH A (2 E 384T 40% 1) B 2800 A S oAt 5% 2
A B PEAS 5 IR AT 309 A9 NI HA 5= B A R i B A8 &, A 37.8% B9 N AR AN [R] 7
R AR AR IE PN

L b ORI I AR R R ) 2% O RN T LE e A i 7R 1 o= Boh R o — Rl A o el T2
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T2 EBH BBMEZHEMABENEHERNRZOAMSH
B Aok T Aok v Gl Aok
— A= 7 0.113 1 0.005 2 0.001
—JA— 24 0.387 7 0.033 1 0.001
—H— 8 0.129 10 0.047 1 0.001
TS e A 6 0.097 57 0.269 23 0.012
AE—IR 2 0.036 16 0.076 16 0.009
R 11 0.177 39 0.184 46 0.025
MKASIOLEARSM) 4 0.065 82 0.387 1754 0.952
AEROR 5 0.082 0 0.000 2 0.001
—R—K 19 0311 13 0.061 7 0.004
— %K 13 0.213 4 0.019 1 0.001
s {AEB SR EETE B 14 0.230 14 0.066 6 0.003
TR \
IEERRIN 2T H 5 0.082 41 0.193 7 0.004
—4E—K 0 0.000 13 0.061 5 0.003
R ILTER 2 0.033 74 0.349 523 0.283
MRARZ 3 0.049 53 0.250 1294 0.701
HRHEMm 57 0.934 160 0.766 49 0.027
BT E TeRBEM 1 0.016 43 0.206 1173 0.645
Tt 3 0.049 6 0.029 598 0.329
A EMR L R . & 57 0.950 160 0.800 145 0.086
TLE B 7 3 0.050 40 0.200 1542 0914
. ‘ 2= 51 0.864 91 0.495 148 0.092
T INRAT HRK?
i 8 0.136 93 0.505 1457 0.908
. H X 15 0.273 29 0.165 209 0.208
SR IEATE X
e 40 0.727 147 0.835 797 0.792
IS4 Eib=y 8 0.182 4 0.026 20 0.013
WAL ok BRI 15 0.341 21 0.136 36 0.024
Bh, BT AR 16 0364 100 0.649 487 0328
R AR 5 0.114 29 0.188 942 0.634
|4y 9 0.188 6 0.041 11 0.015
NS R 11 0.229 24 0.162 37 0.049
RMETLERZN Rk 19 0396 91 0615 271 0.360
B[Ny 9 0.188 27 0.182 433 0.576
AH R 3 0.071 5 0.035 22 0.016
INSTRERR IR |l ORI 24 0.571 33 0.229 197 0.140
NS £ G A SN b 13 0310 79 0.549 524 0372
e AR 2 0.048 27 0.188 665 0.472
IS4 Eib=y 5 0.125 15 0.125 35 0.052
- - il 2 v r
{3@%%% ”\J M 29 0.725 58 0.483 166 0.248
eS8 A A —FF .
At AKX 5 0.125 37 0.308 215 0.321
Bl NGy 1 0.025 10 0.083 253 0.378

HCHRA IR 1 T (BT £ 55 7S
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AR B 7 B, S BOR GG 3 Ik BB 0 5 AT — 1 00 9K T 12 e B e 2 9 2 A
it SE AR SO UL ) I A B 20 BUAR S IR Ge , “HHAT 1 BOREAAR” i S B T v A R e A X
SR AR S A A B AT S I AN TE AR B M 25 o A RIS, T 1A 3 A B A DG OC FR A KT,
ST BUF AN LU TE 5% 205 I NHE (R B A7 6 2 T e R B R A A DR O A 5 38 A D ok 7 0 1y ) 135 A R T B 3
BB i 2, 2 Sl R OO BRA T o 2 T[] — A T 4 g S — 1, R AR R
X SR O SRR AN AT 0]

2B RIA, A H RARA T HAERICHIE# HAT 32.9% , 64.5% 1 IR BARAMARE 52 bs LIk
JETCR RN . BT iR A 3 R Y S ORI A B 2 R R O RN i 22 , S B AR RBFARHE AT R
I C DAY RS A B = SR it S5 AT A S AR RR

(D)EEBEHSEE

AR RGN B AR L R U, E AR AL A R 22 S, AP IRE, BRI — WS
I U ) R B AT ATT RO GG . 5 =20, PP AG I R A 6

AFR 3 FIAFH, BEAUTEICFE Prob> chi2=0.09, ok HE 4 i To i i , 7RI A TE B AR DG A A AR AL Ftil (.
5 S BR R A O AR RS o AR R 2R A 23 DR R AR T A AR A5 2 A D 5 TR B R A e g o [
FE, R—square i/~ BN 32 155 15 I 2U5E (dependent variable) HAG 2 10% 19728 S8 @R J1(0~ 1),

x3 EEBRERGHEENTNERSH

BB vs. B (B H=1) B (S.E.)
T (55=0) 0.290 0.374
AF i (30~49=0)
18~29% -0.275 0.566
BRI 50~75 % -0.096 0.438
g HERIL (FRY=0)
bt -0.052 0.546
WAL 0.601 0.565
A 0.478 0.781
TR (i =0) 0.640 0.541
*ho R (B )2=0)
R -14.907 1374.829
Uz -15.780 1374.829
PRE -15.348 1374.829
RS2 -15.500 1374.829
#2FIZR (SFM) A (343 1-10) -0.195 0.119
K (R%)=0
T -1.536 0.786
N 0.588 0.543
i -0.139 0.683
K -0.120 0.683
HA%L 232

LR chi2(16) = 23.80 Pseudo R2=0.102  Prob>chi2=0.093

A U AL P (UL £ 25 75 30
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1P [ B G REAAR P , 1965 4E LRI (E 2015 3%, 1966 & 1981 4E [AI{Z 2011 15 5.7% , 1982 & 1992 4£ 1]
B H15 17.9% ; 1993 2 2002 4F [A]45 019 i 42.4% 52003 3 2009 4F [H] {5 2000 15 31% . 1993 Z 2002 4F [
S SR B AR — S TR R . B SRR i BB R IR B R AR AR Y . R AR
Lo 142 S 1 I 1 F R B A2, T EL B B AR AR BRI i A B B RRIE . XRE A
SCHR I 30 e I — B0, WA IRFRATT, B B BOUARAE SRy S0 26 1 b BEAK Y (treatment ) BAT 2850 9 4 FME I
S

65 1] (L A 4 S50 %o Pl P 1) St ] LA e M B R IE T 2 B 25 5 o TR E AT e X A S Bk
A B ) (B RE A5 A AP T IE AL 3 25 5, HERBR TP A it . 3 4 2 AR 205 0w F D 1) CMLC Ak S50 HBE S36 A  XoF
Jei PR AS BT L 0BT, e v & BRAER LB TR T, BB 2N Z U5 8 A 1045 20 s AL ) 12645
RN . XORAR LS FON, kR A 22 SO0 MBI S5 e . R BRI, AT RE A LB
WAL SEAREIEARSR . B 25, X —HE% LT3 15.8% , Fid s 58 00 35 1Y) o b 00k 1 —
MEAFATRERE o [RREY X 56 RAFAE MRtk 2.257 BTHE T 2.568, 4T+ T 31%.

SBAFAT A RC A Ho e (BB U5 B0 KR AFAEMIFCN LA B S5 B 20
s I |
° 2 4 b 8 1 ° 2 A ) 8
Propensity Score Propensity Score
I U ccated B Treated: On support I Unieated BN Treated: On support
Treated: Off support Treated: Off support
i £ A A T X LE A5 (R 5 b 0 HBUFAE I FCXT L (R #C5 Hh 0
M = [
° 2 4 6 8 1 ° 2 A & 8 1
Propensity Score Propensity Score
N Untreated BN Treated: On support B Untreated BN Treated: On support
Treated: Off support Treated: Off support

E1 ETHEEEMHEEHSHREENSHENR
®4  KREX (Unmatched ) 85 RANEXS 5 TR (ATT) LL B AR E

Xif R Treated Controls Difference T-stat
ALK 0.791 0.684 0.107 1.45
(Untreated) (48] [184] ’ (0.074)
— 5T
0.822 0.664 2.19%
XF(ATT 0.158
BT (ATT) [45] [184] (0.072)
AR 11.789 9.532 5957 3.8k
(Untreated ) [19] [77] ’ (0.591)
KA
11.833 9.265 2,97
X (ATT 2.
BCXS (ATT) (18] 7] 568 0263)
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(Zi%4)
X HE Treated Controls Difference T-stat
ALK 19.816 18.690 1125 1.44
o (Untreated ) [38] [155] ’ (0.783)
e 20.059 18.543 1.45
XF(ATT : ’ 2.568 )
REX (ATT) [34] [155] (1.046)
KB 17.043 15.244 1799 1.98%
. (Untreated) [23] [90] ’ (0.910)
HEUFIE
17.136 14.727 2,087
Xt (ATT 2.4
ALY (ATT) [22] [90] 09 (1.160)

YL [ ] RRTCHEL, () FARFRERR, *3KIR p<.05, #53KIR p<.01, #*# KR p<.001,
(=) FEriEm
DT JE A5 25 F) BT 42 2 7 28055 2 ) R A e P A5 D7 T )P A 1k o T BB T A N A2 S T WL
AR AR o CXT AT RS, BAT AN B A OGRS o BCXT 25 A oA 3 R4
Bi e L B EAAE R E S . AL RIS, fEf b AR A 2 8Ok i 2 5 PR RE A — 2L
®5 EEFESHBEEMRTEERN

[iahaN:f x5
At FHE SFEIE
tH 1l
SERU P4l SR il
31
—JRAFAE 0.688 0.598 1.14% 0.667 0.644 0.22
KRAREE 0.578 0.636 -0.46 0.611 0.558 0.32
il AR AT: 0.658 0.567 1.01 0.617 0.607 0.08
HEUFIT: 0.791 0.611 1.14 0.727 0.784 -0.43
B4R
—JRAFE 0.854 0.815 0.63 0.845 0.861 -0.22
KAFIE 0.789 0.740 0.44 0.778 0.806 -0.21
(AT 0.868 0.800 0.97 0.853 0.847 0.07
MU 0.826 0.766 0.61 0.818 0.838 -0.18
hEE(HEME)
— AT 0.417 0.380 0.12 0.444 0.052 -0.18
RAFE 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
R FAE 0.526 0.045 0.19 0.058 0.067 -0.15
HEUFTE: 0.869 0.667 0.34 0.909 0.867 0.05
HE(HEME)
—JRAFAE 0.354 0.489 -1.67* 0.378 0.372 0.05
KERFE 0.526 0.480 0.35 0.500 0.610 -0.65
HIREARAE 0315 0.477 -1.80 0.353 0.322 0.26
HEUFTE: 0.391 0.489 -0.83 0.409 0.400 0.05
PTRE(HEME)
—JRAFIE 0.375 0.309 0.86 0.378 0.360 0.17
KAEGE 0315 0.337 -0.18 0.333 0.215 0.78
il BT 0.421 0.316 1.22 0.382 0.426 -0.36
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T i Sy
A FHE ) FHE )
e Flal i e Flal i
HEUFT: 0.391 0.278 1.06 0.409 0.430 -0.14
TE
—RAFIE 0.208 0.163 0.74 0.200 0.215 -0.17
KAFE 0.157 0.181 -0.24 0.167 0.174 -0.06
TEEEE 0.184 0.161 0.34 0.206 0.183 0.23
HAUFE 0.869 0.167 -0.95 0.091 0.082 0.10
BN
—JRAFIE 4.187 4788 -1.93 4.289 4352 -0.16
RAFE 4.210 4.779 -1.15 4.222 4347 -0.20
AR 4263 4787 -1.50 4352 4.389 -0.08
FIEATELRS 4.521 5.000 -1.07 4.545 4.680 -0.25
TR
—JRAFIE 0.625 0.179 -2.00% 0.667 0.061 0.10
KRERGFE 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00
TR AT 0.026 0.154 -2.13 0.029 0.031 -0.06
HEUFT 0.043 0.078 -0.57 0.045 0.055 -0.15
INEA
—JRAFIE 0.354 0.195 2.53%% 0. 333 0.325 0.08
KERGE 0.473 0.207 2.41 0.444 0.453 -0.05
B fFAE 0.342 0.174 231 0.294 0.318 -0.21
HAUFE 0.261 0.156 1.18 0.272 0.289 -0.12
=HaA
— AT 0.291 0.288 0.05 0.311 0.329 -0.18
RAFE 0210 0.311 -0.86 0.222 0.196 0.18
R FAE 0315 0.309 0.07 0.353 0.334 0.16
HEUFT: 0.261 0.288 -0.26 0.272 0.275 -0.02
PN: |
—RAFIE 0.104 0.157 -0.93 0.111 0.110 0.02
KR EE 0.105 0.220 -1.13 0.111 0.112 -0.01
il BEARAT: 0.131 0.187 -0.80 0.147 0.153 -0.06
HEUFTE: 0.217 0.255 -0.38 0.227 0.240 -0.02
SEA
—JEE 0.145 0.190 -0.71 0.156 0.165 -0.21
KAFE 0.157 0.299 -1.23 0.167 0.182 -0.12
R (FAE 0.157 0.219 -0.83 0.177 0.158 0.19
HEUET: 0.217 0.289 -0.68 0.227 0.201 0.21
HER
—ffHE 0.458 0.418 0.50 0.444 0.404 0.38
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BCXT A Bext s
RS tE
SERAUL Tl SERAL 4l
KRAFE 0.520 0.272 2.15% 0.500 0.514 -0.09
AR 0.421 0.374 0.53 0.382 0.398 -0.13
HYUFE 0.434 0.267 1.57 0.409 0.426 -0.12
=1
—RAFE 0.354 0.435 -1.01 0.378 0.364 -0.13
RARFE 0.420 0.468 -0.36 0.389 0.458 -0.41
(AT 0315 0.458 -1.59 0.353 0.383 -0.25
HEUFTE: 0.304 0.400 -0.84 0.318 0.417 -20.6
R =T AT L
— BT 0.416 0.293 1.63 0. 378 0.364 0.13
KA 0.263 0.264 0.15 0.278 0.242 0.23
B ST 0.421 0.264 1.90 0.411 0.330 0.69
HEUFTE: 0.434 0.200 2.36% 0.409 0.331 0.53
ER=T"1F
—JRAFIE 0.104 0.870 0.37 0.111 0.836 0.44
RAFE 0.210 0.025 3.09%* 0.22 0.196 0.20
W AR 0.105 0.077 0.56 0.059 0.077 -0.30
MU 0.087 0.067 0.34 0.090 0.098 -0.08
R Ps R2 LR chi2 P>chi2 Ps R2 LR chi2 P>chi2
— R AFE 0.102 24.08 0.088 0.004 0.54 1.000
KRERFE 0.173 16.54 0.221 0.028 1.40 1.000
B fFAE 0.140 26.73 0.045 0.010 0.095 1.000
HEUFT: 0.139 15.87 0.462 0.016 1.00 1.000

VAT [ ] FRRECRTER, () FRoRARIER  * IR p<.05, %% FRIR p<.01,*#% FIR p<.001,
2, FATT T RABE— 20 S B, E X 22 i A8 0 A B0 B, R K o ZRad X, W 8 Ak T 2
T ) O 5% , FRCRT i 174 7% B O 158 B0 328278 07 BRI, ARl — MR AB AT " R HAUE AT " i o st e, 36
TR ] A3 B8P — AR AT RN L SUF AT o IE RE T SE 4
() B A
JAEHXS F e /NE 7 (OLS) 115 | SEEGRCER ALY (Treatment Effect Model ) FIEC X Al 7177 1% (Matching
Estimator ) PSM 73 M7 7E 7] WL £ A 1 Bﬁﬁtfiixﬁzﬁ'&m%((zuo & Fraser, 2010), {H 2 & 5 5 2 Jo e b BN 7] U0
ELAR R PRI o 45 5 1 AT B RR B T HURE 43 M7 (sensitive analysis) (Rosenbaum, 2010: 259—261) N
SCHE A BROR 2 R 8 1} (Rosenbaum, 2002: 105-170) i #-FR ¥ (bounds method) K HE4T . ¥
AR LI AG I 12 (Rosenbaum, 2002) AYFEAS 122 5 gl 2 18 5 #4047 52 39 ) A ) S92 6 2 ) 000 ’f%%%ﬁm'ﬂl e
RORAGTHE R IF ShRLRE , R 2 B0t 58 # A1) T A O Al T 0 92 560 ROR BB 0% 7055 0 i B AF 1R 22 vh R A5 R
fit o X FEELT DU AR IR AT O o 0 AT AT I e (RIS AR AR ) JC R
b TR 45 R IR 2 — AR VLG AL b7 B 10 R G ) i DR 7 A AR L (B BIF 5 5 1) S50 B T /N IR 4
TR I DR B AR RE LR o FRATTHE T A IR L S BOB TR I iR i “ R WG L B7  Froh T
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BEERSHBR—REENSBEGHE BABERSHBBRXABENSAFRME
e : - dhealth4 .
- R . e T
* L] . *
LRCTEREERRR SUEERS marriage [+ e
Y * dum3 poas
- .- dhealth3 |+ C e
S dum? | R
0 dnoedu
e IRUTRUPURN (P )
) . Lty 1
o el mmens h .
: Go@sH - P
Y ceeneeen et eeeeeetie e income [T B T T T TT
ncom L ©® Unmatched dhealth4 1 ® Unmatched
Inoed: “{ x Matched dagel [+ @ ]
-20 0 20 0 40 20 0 20 w0 60
Standardized % bias across covariates Standardized % bias across covariates
BERSHRBIEMEENS BFEGHE EERSRNAAEENS BT HY
e dheans O IR : .
° lage3 = R .
| ORI R sex x °
. Jar - e
| . R
dum sevERTEeES [ERERRY Teee Wiisidgveeiiieee
du TR e .
cecte SR e sl @rmiss s i
dun R e .| ® .
dagel [foreeeereeseeeenens - O I, SR DY et
income |- sseseseys S x i (-
dhealth2 e LRSS e
dum3 [ O i’ {o Unmatched e
dnoedu [-@ e | x Matched " © Unmatched
T T T " 7| * Matched
-20 0 20 40 T T
Standardized % bias across covariates [} 20 40 60
Standardized % bias across covariates
B2 BEXMIENRERSGILE(—REEXREEFIEFE.HREE)

R T IIAEGEH, S lBFRATTAT PSS G F j, TEBAR RS DL T, P WA A ] A LR LA 6, gl
BEAT H A R RE VR I3 A2 55206 3R j AE 68 52 W A, g D5 P A R A S 6 AR 4 o AL R BE LAY
B, pi=p; o Wl o TAAAE AR RENLEE S TFUN H AP 28 5 R B2 W), PSS A S5 O R A SR 2 A i 5
p HAHATE] WAL, p7p; o EXFEOCT i A0 j U F— RIS B A A 2, VA E PN T
FeZ SR R AR AR 0 0 i/ (1= p) Fllpy / (1= py) 53X KE 1 1 j 32 B0 I SR LE (odds ratio)

Pg/(l _P,') _ (pi (1 _P,)
p/L=p) (p,(L-p)

M ERARET LT W p#p, AR AAELEAT AT A BRI (14748 H: , 5 0 3 A1) S 56 4 A ol 4
ZARE W o SRR A3 BT sl A S I B IS A 220 Ab BRASUV (treatment effect) 2B AP AS &7 BT 5200
TR E SR E R S I T, B AR (2002) LAALRR TSR EAC A 2 A I L, B IS ] 15

(3)

1 Pi (l _P/')
T P/(l _P.')SF (4)

U= 1 EAAAFAE R JC S 1 fir g R A AL FLE PR 52 . G T =2, TR A2, i F1 j SmARARAL, {H )2
PATTAE A R A A g 2 52 i 9 5 0F A S0 2 R ME %, B VD b 50, T4 i 0 A SEIR A I BL S 02§ T
o % ARG Y SRRk AT T EC XA, T AR [ Y T BT A BRALO0 (4 7 8 DX T - A SO 2 R
SRLARF Y PR, BT XIS A 2 AT BURRE 43 B, 25 R 4136 6 (Duvendack & Palmer Jones, 2011:18),

6 R, NG LI, T AE2 LA b, AR A 45 0. i, BB BORXT Wb B0k U, X
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— AR AT A R G EA BUWRAE & T B9, X SRR A BN e B . (HEXT T4 ETE
F (S AT RV, 2 TP AR B 52 i), FRAT1A5 2 A0 245 SR vT RS AR e Y | 75 B35 1 A [R) 5 13 | ek ) B 1
NI FE i — AR LS8

*6 FTHREABFAREGRESN

Fe et 2H %L r Hodges—Lehmann i ffiit 95% {7 X Ii1]
1 0.300 0.300 0.133 0.360
2 0.140 0.360 0.164 0.383
—ELT 45 3 -0.118 0.373 -0.203 0.424
(Treatment=$E 7 ) 4 -0.138 0.379 -0.249 0.437
5 -0.171 0.358 -0.353 0.445
6 -0.184 0.398 -0.618 0.451
Fie 2L r Hodges—Lehmann £ ffiit 95% {5 X [i1]
1 2.30002 2.30002 0.677553 423223
2 1.22599 3.49803 0.311874 6
(Treat ijjz; k) " 3 0.73186 4.16065 -1.34663 7.89833
4 0.496345 4.6301 -99 99
5 0.332801 4.9491 -99 99
6 0.092974 5.0718 -99 99
i St 4 5 r Hodges—Lehmann fiffi 959% E 5 X i)
1 1.57386 1.57386 -0.109348 4.67549
2 0.681332 2.68112 -1.34663 6.96873
(Tmmfgfj‘ig s0it) “ 3 0.96753 3.71328 -99 99
4 -0.10557 4.09682 -99 99
5 -0.23558 476412 -99 99
6 -0.301215 4.94722 -99 99
et 2L r Hodges—Lehmann fiffiit 95% EAFIX [H]
1 2.55934 2.55934 0.2111952 4.72853
2 1.01041 4.06022 -2.11592 6.84541
(Treaﬁf{gg i) ’ 3 0.110077 4.84226 -3.50944 8.05506
4 -0.749791 5.57787 -5.19501 8.80118
5 ~1.12456 6.09794 -99 99
6 -1.50154 6.47389 -99 99

B < AN 3 2 55 75 D
\/U'La L7 %/*:é"l]id_i/a
AR SR P EH AN (B0 081 A 265 7 30 o [l e (0 500, R A7 IO XTI 9 i RO 2 X 512 1 2 R 42 o 2H 3 4 7 [+
FAALF, HEBR A A2 AR BT (PR AR SO fh 23 b A7 45 ) 1 52 0

WIS e B« B O X T b 8O — B A5 A A0 5 AR AR AR O CR (9 B EL BT 0, FE 45 o) 1 1531 AR %
A KRS M AF BRI I, AR BRI TR £ (5 AR N BORER LT T —Af o IX 3R W], J O X T b ok
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Y, FEHE N — AR AT AN AR AR AT 7 100 B A B POV 5 560 = X 2 O S A o BRI 0 A
XoF FERIRZE A B0« 0 B B 118 B 12 -5 R A AN HE BB0UIR 2 [ B D

IR RFUS M EA R Z AR BN TH , S22 LTI e NPRE SR, b 75 Bt — PR,
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K, BBERHO™ b 38 4 03 A DRI BIE BRE AN GOm0 o A 2 AR HE X 5% BT A Y2 AN AU il 2
YRR, 38 AT RE R AL 200 A0 . FE SO Y 6 R AR AR UATI SR AT AR B i 240, SR BB A KR AT A 4T
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0 T o 52 e £ ORI T A BB A 200 25 T L, SR I RV ), BAT —E RO M . TTRE
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Visiting Monks Give Better Sermons:

Re—estimate Social Impact of Religious Revival

LIU Xue; LV Peng

Abstract:In recent years, the religious revival in China has caused the return of traditional folk reli-
gions and the rapid spread of Christianity. However, existing religious researches are contradictory, due to
ignoring the cultural context and endogenous problem. Conditioning on the trust structure and the impact
of mainstream social thoughts, this paper identifies the causal impact of Christianism on different type of
trust, using the method of propensity score matching. Our statistics indicate that Christianity belief does
have a significant positive effect on general trust and interpersonal trust. Featured with highly religious
commitment and tolerance, Christianity may have a positive impact on social integration. At the same
time, the comparative study on psychological cognition of Christian, Buddhist and secular groups reveals
that the secular group is likely to depreciate religious people than the opposite, which brings potential risk
to social integration.

Key words:Religious Belief; Social Trust; Social Capital; Propensity Score Matching
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