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1. ILoic

% S DD, ERICEH LR KANDITECEME, EA TR EITHELZIT T3 &wv ) EK
EROTW37255, Ik, BEZLTIE Te TR (Peereffect) &MU, & 2 H A2
HDONAZD DRI BED I LRE D, FEF TR, ETHRE, FHORE ROk
TS, 78, BERREIC X2 W] THELERL TV D, 2D, JHHORER
FRDHARFNE HTH 5 A (Hoxby, 2000; Angrist & Lang, 2004). 5l (Lavy &
Schlosser, 2011)., HEHLEEE (Gouldetal, 2009) 7 & D v TRIRICOWT OISR, £
BEERDOITEITH 5 BE (Alexander et al, 2001; Ellickson, et al, 2003) °# v = v 2" (Carrell
etal, 2008). I (Trongdon et al, 2008; Carrell et al, 2010), =V 7 D fk#E (Guryan, 2009)
BEDETRRICOVTOWESFEL T2, TNHDWEIF—EHL T, ©T73RMIKE
WZLERLTWS, 2F 0 A7z b3 AHORFE EHROERBBREICE L EELZZ T T
5DTH 5,

— /T, WEBGR L, REaBEO02ED T30, FoPEER s bbT ¥ o
THIRTHZ (AT, ET7RIIFFHOR Y OBy, FHhovThEo s & %iET),
® 2 EIED A O EFEDVFH R E N 00 b D2 Z T TV B DT Wh L DRFETH
D, & BMWADTHHIC N BREDKARCRBFEDORELZZ T T35 &) X iE, By
O [HEH] oREEZZ T T L2EKT 5,

BL o, L ORER L, AHOERLD FANAF PR LI X > T, BHaoT1

D¥SO LB L IO WIRERF o T a0 2%, XV RAMED S W FERICAFE I n e
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WET D55, COFEKRTIE, FHOENIC X > T b I v 7 RIROGFIEIFER
FNCHEAE L T v, LA L, SHITK L, D ETRICO T, REFFEDOWIE TIERZ,
—H L EARIIR TR,

ETIRIFIET2D, FEHICKRE W EEZRLTW AL S 5 (Hoxby, 2000; Vigdor,
2006; Vigdor & Nechyba, 2007; Betts & Zau, 2004; Boozer & Cacciola, 2001; Hanushek, et al,
2003) 23, —7T7 v X AL HEEGERC HAEB ZEREZ ML T, 7 7 ZDEEDES
ONEMZ Yy Fa— LmEDE TIE, €T IR ORI v 2205 & e\ & v ) fid
DY DH% L 7o T% (Angrist & Lang, 2004; Kling, et al, 2007; Burke & Sass, 2008;
Imberman, et al, 2012; Abdulkadiroglu, et al, 2014),

WAL e T RIRICE T dEEm T ICTThbN T 3Dt LT, T —2ofilibH v, H
RKDT =2 %723 v, defie (2011) o, EEREY: - BREE S mHEE (LU,
TIMSS) DEZRT — 2 Z 7208 Tld, /IR 4 54 &5 2 SFEDKFTIEDO v T )
ORI N T2, FRICEAER A2 Ehfi L T 22T, T 2 SR DB O R
PHRHNICERICEL B3 2 EPHE I N T WD, 7272 L, TIMSS 1 1 Bfiofli 7 —
THEZ Db, RNEBEFREZRRT 2L T2 2L ICIIEETHL RITNAIER L R\,

Z ZTAMIE TR, HER (W EdizlRd) o) - hEROSEFEEZNRE LT
2015 s L O 2016 FFEEIC SN S L7z [ERYT) - FERIHFE] 02 I#HED 2 F57
DT — & % 7 — N L C, HEAEBRBDMINlEE 7 v OHEEH 21TV e T HIROHEE

ZiATz, TTTIE, HBEED, FENAERIER W2 7 A& L 256, BEZ 0L
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EDIED Lo TV BEITT T ADE TR, TBoTwa5&EIT~ 1 F XD THIE,
EbLbohWEHRICTHREIFEL AV EZE Xz, oTOMBRICL 2 L, FHECRH., 1
CEOF, CT7HRITADMEZIS Z L BHL IR o7z, 7 T AN R TIT A DR
a7 (HEBIGHERIC X VH#EE) 21 EF3 2L, ERETIEARAD R 2T 13 0.09~0.23, &
B BTl 0.16~0.27 T23% L) Z EAMERI Nz, BiED X WERAES VWS T i
XoT, HAOHEN REBMME L v HEliEzRib, E2EH~0EMRzkoTLEH &
W) ATRETEDME T X 2720 B OWBTERNZRREN MRV & v ) B EZ Rz 3 1C, &
BOMFRIESEREL 755 X9 b ) CIRELXT) L AEELEZ LN,

KL OWERIILAT D L B0 TH 2, 5 2 HiClIEITHITIC OB L . 2 3 fila ARt
FCTHOWAET—2 GFERZIHRE) oW THHT 2, HA4FIIvTHROHEEETT VIC

DWW CRRR, 56 5 HIFHEER R OHE & B, 6 HIRBEFBR~DRREAETH D,

2. D7V —LT—7

TR O O, BEEFERBRR DO 7L — 47 — 27 2wt 2 DRz, ©7F
IR, EPE D ARFRIHIAL, BT DE, FEE R & OFRCEIR L WA T, BE AR
BB T 2EERA V7 v FTH B LA SN T 5 (Hanushek, 1989; Hanushek, 1997),
2770, ETHEROHEENHE L DR, 3Oo0MHBH B, 1 2HIZ. 7T A AL F DFY
W7 F I BNEMCRE L TWd L w) 2 e 7, EREOBERTRE R BE MR, 2 0EEH

SOFNE 7 7 ARXL PO OMITICHE R G 2T A[REENDH 5, 2 2HIZ, H 54
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ElZZD 7 7 AXA b ERICHECERBEROHEZZ T T2 A[REEA R DT, BT 4
REBEBPLPTFKEFOMBZEA T2 L WE wWH L THB, ZN% Manski
(1993) 124 1c THERBEARNEE | (Correlated Effect) & WA 7Z, 32oHIC, H34EELREL T3
7T ADERET L OV R EN B ED» 2722 LIk o TS EEDOELS M EL 72 &
3258, ZDEEDKMOM Lic X o CEAAMOAEFEDEN A EF T 2 R H B,
D XS iR OTEE A . Manski (1993) 13451c [ SEIRE | (Reflection Problem) & IEA
o TNOLBFEHET B LICL o T, 77 ADE LS ORI, RADEIICE
Z 5 iR RSB OHEE 1XR D Tld 7\,

IO OREICHILT 2720, BEDOWE TIE, BFELEEEHwTw2 b o (Dills 2005;
Fertig 2003; Goux and Maurin 2005; Gaviria & Raphael 2001; Robertson & Symons 2003)

% 5((
N

I

LB, R OEK, MBICL2EDOL—L AL FOEY YT LIk >TEL
LNy 2y 7L T HAERO FEZH T TRIROHEE 2l & T 2 015E
HH % (Hoxby & Weingarth 2005; Sacerdote 2001; Zimmerman 2003; Sanbonmatsu et al
2006; Pop-Eleches & Urquiola, 2013; Abdulkadiroglu, et al, 2014), Z LIz T, [E UK
DHTI FAZFABEIC X o THIES TAAAL OB ZED S &) BREZFIH L 726
7td % < (Ammermueller & Pischke 2009; Hanushek et al, 2003; McEwan 2003; Gould et al,
2009; Vigdor & Nechyba 2007; Hoxby 2000). AfHiC I J 288K I 07 7' o —F % ik
B4z, BERWICIZ. BE2 72 Z20MMTON S HRD RN - HEERT, 2D FEDRE D

%5 4 HicEfid Nz 2 F£EOBHREZMH L, BELERZDMNIiifEE 7 (Value-
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added Model) ##i5td 2 2 & CETHHRBIRADEIICE 2 5 NERROHETE % ik A 7=,
T3, ETIERBERANDFENICHIPICEE % 5 2 % (linear-in-means) & \» 9 BEHER) 7x

ETADDOERTH DS L BEENICTIIRD X 5 GFEROLFAERBTERT L2 TE 5,

Yies = & + BXics +¥Scs + /U?(—i)cs Tt Ues T Eics

Vies P P s D7 T A cICFET B EE T DR

Xt AEE 1 OB (EREOHN. REH D1l - REFRIHIAIZ &)
Ses P PR 7 7 ADKHH (FHRHIEL, BEDHER L)

X pes 1 EFETIDI 7 A X4 P DRRREDFH

Ues - 7 T AL )L

ZDRE, MIAMVERICRE I N TR O NEMICREI NI THRIMGTEL D D
& 7o T3, Ammermueller & Pischke (2009) 2355 % & B0 . BFARNITIIIER 72
R ENEN R EFENT 2 2 & IZEHETH 528, BERKIICIIAMERICIRE L T 5 20,
WAERICIREL TV 323 T EEETIEI RV AFRTS 2 b ZXjleFIc A 2HET 5,

— 7\ pestE THIBERN R ) 2R L. COMBROEEIC L 24 T A2 a v tua—1T 3

CEREHETH L, NI/ - PERE R, EOFEXITHET D & v ) R oER 28 U
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TEL 2y a VBRE L, pe 3R pes LB L TW 2 A[REM S H 5, L2 L. AfECHW 3
T— R Tk, HEFEICEHBD 7 7 AR TE 286, WIFEOFTIT A b OEHEICHE W T,
K7 TADENT A MOEEEAELICR D X ) ICHEIEICIE~ExE L Twb, 271,
ZDOW~NEZH, WEDOFIERCRN B2 ML T 2AE~DIRIEL B o - BlmR D5,
7 7 AN DAEGER L0 NEBHRICEE L <, FEDE{FEEZ AA v F 52 L) [FHE] 217
D X 5 RPLIZ CLoTI TAAAL PBREELCT VELICEY T onT
W3 LBV AEEY A o RS L FHANC TR A ATRERIVERICEL 527 7 R
AA L DEDEATH Y R L CTEEDHSREFHM LA EER R E 2 B L 72 O Tl
B, TDXIIIC, BEFRICHERET 22 LG L LT, £ S R PRI ATEE 4
HhHicX-oThd 77 2ICEH VY THND Z LI [T v &£ 4] (quasi-random) TH v |
DX BT —ATlk, FREEDRSCABEOEME R EZ a v ba—r3nid, THBIS)
R WCEDEANATRIWMORL ZeRTE, VO—KMERBEZHBLILBTE D,
¥/, Co Ik > T RLEED 7 7 ABOE OFHEEIZ T 13722 DD)
ELERRVEVIRIRICEFRST, 2o kid, 4 A’ DR Z o TF CICHIE
ENYNT A DERDE UL FEND 7 7 AR DS 7 A + DIEEHEF I —E DT

DOERDHLI LD HMERATE 5,

3. 7—%

AT CTIE 2015 B X 2016 Fic, BWEET (7L, SnwiEhzkkl) of2To
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INSLIN -

BDNE 4 F LD o 3EEDEFICN LT MERAFTEER

=

vy

S L 7=

TR - AERIGRE] AT, SRR ofET -2 2w (R 1), WEE
FI T FNT A b ofhic, WEOIEFEMAES) ., FE ~ DEPREL., FKIE TOFERIL,

REEH DAL SREFIHAL 7% & 2 SR 7CE RG2S, MEEPIRE 5 4 HYIRICHFART

B OB DT, —FITAT

AT (X v 74 v CEE) 257

NCTWBAFAHETH Y | HIEICTERS

bie, £/, FRCHIHNEEZ

=< =

bhtws, 1 A1 Nic2=

£ 1: HER¥YFAOSIBHBE - FEK

=

S

S TOIKR % = 7= 8

— 7 el N5 D35 &

LTW2 720K AR HIEETZ LB TR S,

HIRIRE | INEREL | 7 7 2580 | AR PR | 7T RE | AEERK
2015 4 62 708 4,930 150,310 360 4,443 148,013
2016 4 62 708 4,879 149,227 356 4,466 146,323
() JMERBABEEERY = 7% 4 b

s FAEYHICRE LA (ERXFEEZED) IFBCE TN, 2015 FEFEICIESIMLTWD
23, 2016 fFEREFHAE 2> D Fivg L T 2 BB XS A PE L T2 EEAFEL TE D, R PCIRES OIRE)
7 EWE o TR EENO AR L2 RREE R E 2 b b, SGHRIAE R EmRL T2 [REFT) -
R CORBREORFEEIHEREINTEY, 2N L TRICREEL S VE WS T L
7\, 7272 L, 2016 SFEOREASME D, FRCHKR R ETPRTE R WHEEBICX Y 7 v 2 Lkl
LTWB3EAEIR, RIC N2 T — ZBRGEME > 28560, MER/N_FEEREZMHALTCH Y A4
ARG L7 A T Z T HIERTEIZE LR, 7Y X LIERHEIL ThianWigE, v 7kl
rsay c NATAPEL B[R R DH B, TR ERTHD L, 2016 FEFBT ARSI - -4
D¥IE, BIHRFEEM DT, LA DR & I L CREMICEREIEWER 2B D, 7 v X L
KRHLCTWE L EFEAGZWIKRRTH S, ZOMEIFATETIZZR WV, HRCAERIC X 2 RIHRE
. HERLKNEDABBEGRYE ) T2 THA TR LZEWIAEEEL DS 5, 200, Kk
FHOCHBEEEBEBAHEET 2Bt BEYy v 7AMEC 3+ ARERLETH L, - OfEIC
DWW, ETHROHTEICE W TIX, IPW (Inverse Probability Weights) % F\» TS L 72,
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AKWIFEIE. 7 7 A 2D 7 7 A XA+ OREROIMEN L ZALICTEH 3 5 70, HisER
(= 124RIC 1 7 Z AL DFEL R \) OEEZGINR D DAL 72 LT TRIROHEE b
ToTw3, HERIIEEDERE DN 20%% 5o, HERE IR 72356 O V0 72 E i)
L322 Ne7r 5,
RiEREFHORKOFHEIL. A 1 AN 1 Aol [THEKCHE W] (Item Response
Theory; AT IRT) ZHWTHFIE L Twd e nws e Thd, 2ok, HHPAT AT
BEICHE O BRI AP EM AR R L L RER ) EAPT A TG EICE bbhTic
RO ZBRE DR E RO B LA TE, FABEFELCEFICLS THKMAAHEETH 2,
TOEIC % TOEFL & & CHWHL LT W 51320, BCKFEE < IZHHE KSR Z AW 729017
A FDIE R I N T 24, WERZFA T, F0113-5.8205 5.8 DEZHLY | EfEDAF

BhRBIcOoNTER LT HARRTEMNS (1),

o WL T R FEERICE O B A RCREE A ROGE, IICEN T 2 b 2 EE L 72 D 25 F— R
ThHolzl LThH, B4 (BI2IF. 2017 4F 1 FICEHA & 7=/ NEFRS 4 4548 & NERS 5 4EE D2
71) ClREMICIIRT 3 TER Y, 72, FAUZEEZNRICL T TCHHEFESRR S L
(Bl z 10X, 2016 4F 1 HICEHM & 7z 2 DFED/NFAR 4 EE L | 2017 4E 1 HICEHI S L7 2 DED /N
B4 EE), HEINZFEOHMRENR R 2720, izt vy, La L, HEAKGHERD
L&, 2oMGogAIcE T, F—MIETOHEBAEEL 72 5,
9
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1.4 L.

4 3 B =2 g =2y} &

(HpT) FERST) - FERHE

AW TIZ, 729221 b d 7 TAAL OO ERZICTFEHT 2720,

HER (101 2 7ALDFELR) OFEEDINRP NSO To 72, K

TC BT R TIE. 2016 4F 4 FIC/NERS 5 4EA, NVERE 6 fRAE, AR 2 4E2E . HAERR

ST o TR IR E UTeo /NER 4 L XA 1 A ICD W TR, BT IS

& L TP EOERBGONE VD, SR ErLHFT e & L,

ALIRERTEIE, K20 LB TH D, BEAHEEY, 1. 2016 FEICEM I, IRT %

FAWTHEE I N2/ TH 5, FHEEICIE, 2015 FEICHEL T\Wiz 7 7 ZAD%E D

NE (RANDOFEH%ERL) VS, ZOEBDORERCTHIRED DT, T2, AL

BUTIX 2015 SEEE o 1 AL € [fPfiifEe 7] & L 7=, i€ 7 vic X - CHi

FEOFENEMA B L T AERRANDOETNOEDREN O X 5 hBIEAREREEWZ 2 v
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]\ U‘—'/l/j—é :— kijs\"c‘g{ 60

znbtbic, AR OZR L LC, AiEDHANBEETH 5. HHl (B¥=1. K¥=0).

JEEH (46 HxLv77Lvre LT, 7-9H, 10-12 A, 1-3 A Fh e ), REED

HERFOHALORIER & LT [RKEITH ZARDME] 5 (025 10 i, 11~25 fiit, 26~

100 ffit. 101~200 ffit. 201~300 fift D K FE R % B ic &) Kot [ 15D 72 h 0@z

B G TV WnwE WHEZEZ 0 & L, 2EBLLT %2 2 & LT, 2 B 4 B A

4 IRFfE LA B 6 IRffEI AR i . 6 IRFfE] LA b 8 IRffEi i, 8 IRFfEj LA b 10 WefE AR, 10 s LA L 12

IRpfE] A . 12 IRefE] DA_E D #0@ R 2 R i ic &2 4) 2 A 7=,

T, 77 RBENOEEE LT, ZHEOHOMRMEE L LT, 2015 FEICHEL T\

7 7 ADFLEITMOFEfE, 2015 FREICHIEL TWes 72D 7 7 2H 7Y OAEFER DS I

ZTeo FEITM R, AEERROhC A EOMREGEmD 5 2 & 20 & L TEESERIIC

THoiEE) | & LCHMEINZD DT, HELLDIBEAKML T3 LEZLNTW b,

X HICERBAIOER E LT, 2015 FEOFFEEZMHME, [ L 2015 FEOLEME 1T A

W) DEERIEEa o -1 LT,

5 [BIEREERY)) - FERUFAE] ClRAEEEZNRICLZFAELFERL Cohvo T, AL THE
L 7ZHEDF DS, REEOLSRRFHA ORBEER L 2 2 FME AL HLE LD 5, Hlz I,
Woessmann (2008) 1% TIMSS ©F — & # T, Ammermueller (2005) % PISA 5 — & % T,

[RIEICE T 2RO L REZEOFGLFEER L, (LA RBNHNLZ H b b I A R & imHHBE
DBHDHTEEHSLPICLTWSIEA, Kawaguchi (2016) 13 HA®D PISA 7 — 2 Z#HWTCHED Z & %
BAOLICLTWn572%, ZZTHHEERIC [REICEIT KO % REE O ESRFEHLAL O REEE L
ELTHWZ,
6 FHJTM&IL. Pintrich & De Groot (1990)7: & %51 L. FHEE (CEEH 0D 5% Hor DIRREIC
B TEMICEHRL T A, 77 v=v 75 GHEWIcZE IS 5 & 32588, 1%
Jilg (7 —hPiIcE N0, BIcHLEY b wvwolz, [E¥E] 2l e LTEEZED 3 588, AY v
— 2 (RANEFAL TR Z2ED 5 50) . AN EF-eRBit, £ e 35 - =2A0 7%
B 2EHAL CFEEZED 2708, BIEAEGE (EF] AroEravytao—L L THEE~0H
WA ED B D6 2DhTTYnbirb,
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7o AT o T EIREER IR 2 A L 7 HEE P, 1 F4EIC 1 R L FEL 72

WHIEER R R CHEE 1T o T b, I X o T, BRI Z Eii L T 557

BbHd, KR THONTT — 2% H 2 &, FrCEE - BrgcHAR Al 2 Fhi L T

RS T AN

BRI D L b EDEOKERRIBREDAEFEL IV —Y vy T35 LIk -

T HEPHLYL T3 P72 0EMEICE D R ERCEREZ & 2 2 L A[REICR

b, FHRLEZEHRLLCTWESH HERDP S, L2L, b LEIEELZ TAND

JBIED X2 7 ZAAXL + DB T THPOMHD R %25 &5 v 73R < <

Bieid. BAERNERZERAT L, b &b EENMEEELDBAMICRoTLE I,

EWEDWFETIE, HAERFARIC O ThRE R TN TE Y KB L 7 v & L LG

Bl =i cd o b HAEHFERIC K o Tz o TEEBIER L 22 L 28R 5 2

fiff5¢ (Schreiner & Bremer, 2013) 2% % —75C., BRAEHFERIZ T X CoOENEOEED

¥ EF3 2 ZHAL»ICL, E VDI MEDEEICH 726 I N1 EFREIK &

Dol ERHLMIC LD H B (Duflo, etal, 2011) 70 T D7=8%, HAER|EHK % E

fis % 2 & DRIFITONTH MDD DT B, RHFFETITE AR A2 A L Tw 3

FREETHA L TR WERTE T HIROMRES R 2085 IO THREALT 5,

7 BEDOWE TR, EEARADBHD EHL VAL A —TIChBZ LI X>TETIEBELSRB Z &

R L 72092 1E % (Babcock et al, 2012), T D720, AL 7 v X LICEHY ¥ TE X H %A, Fv &

LML ClZ. ET7HRITENEEI N D TII RV & DFElE b H 5 (Arcidiacono et al., 2012),
12



+ 2 : LabKiErE

NS N6 H2 F3

2hH 2016 EF -0.381 0.043 0.791 1.312
(1.542) (1.126) (1.083) (1.261)

2016FEFEE - #81F -0.176 0.101 0.613 1.156
(1.381) (1.365) (1.237) (1.471)
20155 EE (75 2F8) -1.502 -0.353 0.796 1.027
(0.519) (0.464) (0.343) (0.283)
01558# - &% (/7 2F8H) -0.843 -0.275 0.35 0.541
(0.305) (0.307) (0.253) (0.315)
ERECOZTH 57 (BF=1. XF=0) 0.506 0.508 0.512 0.513
(0.500) (0.500) (0.500) (0.500)
£FZNE

4-65 0.243 0.244 0.24 0.237
(0.429) (0.430) (0.427) (0.425)

7-9E 0.25 0.257 0.262 0.259
(0.433) (0.437) (0.440) (0.438)

10-128 0.238 0.24 0.242 0.243
(0.426) (0.427) (0.428) (0.429)

1-3E 0.241 0.235 0.235 0.239
(0.428) (0.424) (0.424) (0.426)

REIZHHEDOMER (20155F) 2.974 3.07 2.951 2.914
(1.125) (1.131) (1.219) (1.230)

LEMOEREAR (2015%F) 2.552 2.556 2.862 3.46
(2.065) (2.044) (1.943) (2.185)
VS 2ABEDNEH FBAHENI 5 AT (20155) 73.592 74.123 70.355 68.886
(4.600) (4.746) (4.271) (4.079)
75 2% Y OEEEHE (2015%F) 29.657 29.907 32.084 32.547
(6.446) (6.477) (5.253) (5.198)

FREGOZTH  HIPEHE (2015%F) 0.126 0.126 0.145 0.145
(0.071) (0.071) (0.057) (0.057)

EEIANLALY OFRBH (20155) 0.067 0.067 0.073 0.073
(0.034) (0.034) (0.032) (0.032)

H2EE (20155) 160 153 17 16

EREFZERELRN (BE20155) 178 193 64 74
BEREXFZERETRE (EH8-MF,20155) 508 549 131 133

(HipT) FERSS) - FERIHE

5. RLEE
5.1. HEERR
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K34 7TlE D PERDENENDFEEDO T RROHEMA ., EFE & B - B o

2RIHDO ZNZ NI OoOnWTRENT 5B, RIDEGETIE, av be— A ZBHEIEAN. 7 7

2, FRBAOGA I T IROBEITZ 7 7 A CHFNWICHEETIIH 20D, 2 hu—

NEKEHPL L TV EFDT T ADMBERRAICHI/INL TV Z enbd b, Ko, 51T

WHFEiciil> ©, Bk 2R & . AIREEMHRZ = v b v — 1 L7z Model 4 DR %Z A TH %
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