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InW = B, + aCity + y,Flowtime + vy, City x Flowtime + Z,BlXi +e (7)
Flowtime °
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1 o
7.92. 7.96. 7.99 8.12 o
9.78 10. 26 10. 60 11.27
1
7.97 8. 12 7.99 7.96 7.92
(0.41) (0.41) (0.38) (0.39) (0. 44)
5.49 7.29 6.45 5.37 4.09
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10.3 11.27 10.6 10. 26 9.78
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16. 38 15.61 15. 14 16. 1 17.74
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380. 56 355.85 333.35 365. 65 438.23
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)

0.055™* | 0.03"
(0.001) | (0.001)

0.032™* 0.057* | 0.03"* | -0.00001

(0.003) (0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003)
0. 065 ™* 0.098** | 0.077™ | 0.028"
(0.002) (0.004) | (0.004) | (0.004)

0.084™ | 0.223™ | 0.177" | 0.115*
(0.003) | (0.004) | (0.004) | (0.004)

0.027™* | 0.027 | 0.026™ | 0.026™* 0.023™ | 0.025™
(0.0005) | (0.0005) | (0.0005) | (0.0005) (0.0005) | (0.0005)
0.013™ | 0.013 | 0.013™ | 0.013™* 0.013™ | 0.013™
(0.0005) | (0. 0005) |(0. 0005) | (0. 0005) (0. 0005) | (0. 0005)
- 0. 0003 | = 0. 0003 **| - 0. 0003 **| - 0. 0003 ** —0. 0003 ™| 0. 0003 **
(0.00001) | (0.00001) |(0.00001) |(0.00001) (0.00001) | (0.00001)

0.106™ | 0.072* | 0.072* | 0.074™* | 0.072™* | 0.107** | 0.110™* | 0.072**
(0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003)

~0.248 | —0.203™* | —0.202* | =0.203™ | —0.203™* | —0. 248 | —0.243 " | —~0.203 ™
(0.003) | (0.002) | (0.002) | (0.002) | (0.002) | (0.003) | (0.002) | (0.002)

0.002™* | 0.002* | 0.001™ | 0.001™ | 0.001* | 0.001™ | 0.002™* | 0.001"
(0.0002) | (0.0002) | (0.0002) | (0.0002) | (0.0002) | (0.0002) | (0.0002) | (0.0002)

~0.025™* | —0.030™ | =0.017** | —0.010™ ~0.011*
(0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003) (0. 003)
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(0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003) (0. 003)

7938 | 7.526™ | 7.640™ | 7.658* | 7.6647 | 8.173* | 7.842°* | 7.661"
(0.007) | (0.014) | (0.013) | (0.013) | (0.013) | (0.005) | (0.008) | (0.013)

97039 95468 95468 95468 95468 97039 97039 95468
R? 0. 124 0.269 0. 265 0.270 0.272 0.129 0. 175 0.273
(1) U 1%+ 5% 10%; (2) .
3 (1) o 1%
0.05% (2)
1% 0.04% » (2016)
1% 0.06%
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(0.0001) | (0.0001) | (0.0001) | (0.0001) (0.001) | (0.0001)
~0.0001 ™| = 0. 0001 ™| 0. 0001 **|- 0. 0001 ™ ~0.0001 ™| —0. 0001 ™*
(0.0001) | (0.0001) | (0.0001) | (0.0001) (0.0001) | (0.0001)

0.074™ | 0.047™* | 0.050™ | 0.048™ | 0.050™ | 0.074™* | 0.053™* | 0.048"
(0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003)

~0.264™ | —0.206™* | —0.206* | —=0.206™ | —0.206™* | —0.264™* | —0.256" | -0.206™*
(0.003) | (0.002) | (0.002) | (0.002) | (0.002) | (0.003) | (0.002) | (0.002)

0.001™ | 0.001™* | 0.001 | 0.001** | 0.001™* | 0.001** | 0.001"* | 0.001**
(0.0001) | (0.0001) | (0.0001) | (0.0001) | (0.0001) | (0.0001) | (0.0001) | (0.0001)

~0.084™ | —0.074™" | —0.092** | —0.087 " ~0.081™
(0.004) | (0.004) | (0.004) | (0.004) (0.004)
~0.190™* | —0.196™ | =0.204™* | —0. 212" ~0.192*
(0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003) | (0.003) (0.003)

8.407°% | 7.918™* | 7.779°% | 7.742% | 7.745°% | 8.213™* | 7.753" | 7.769**
(0.008) | (0.014) | (0.013) | (0.013) | (0.013) | (0.005) | (0.009) | (0.013)

96951 95391 95391 95391 95391 96951 96951 95391
R’ 0.126 0.267 0.263 0. 264 0.259 0.129 0.183 0. 268
(1) T 1% 5% 10%; (2) .
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(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)
0. 027 0.034 ™ 0. 050 ™ 0.033™ 0.041™ 0.051™
(0.001) (0.001) (0.004) (0.001) (0.001) (0.004)
0.013™ 0.015™* 0.017 ™ 0.016™ 0.017™ 0.017™
(0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001) (0.001)
-0.0001* | -0.0001™ | —0.0001™ | -0.0001"* | -0.0001™ | -0.0001"**
(0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001)
0. 068 ™ 0. 066 ™ 0. 053 ™* 0. 046 ™ 0.016™ 0. 053 ™
(0.004) (0. 006) (0.008) (0.004) (0. 006) (0. 008)
—0.2127 | —0.176™ | -0.153" | -0.192™ | -0.170™ | -0.156™
(0. 003) (0. 005) (0.007) (0. 003) (0. 005) (0.007)
0. 002 ™ 0. 003 ™ 0.001™ 0. 0001 ™ 0.001 ™ 0.001 ™
(0. 0001) (0.0001) (0.001) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.001)
0.016™ 0.014 -0.050™ | —0.204™
(0. 004) (0. 009) (0.004) (0.009)
0. 150 ™ 0. 148™ 0.220™ -0.186™ | —0.301™ | -0.420™"
(0. 004) (0.007) (0.011) (0. 004) (0.007) (0.011)
Tambda -0.266™ | -0.089™ 0.061 0.181™ 0.036™ 0. 063
(0.016) (0.013) (0.047) (0.016) (0.013) (0.047)
7.791™ 7.7117° 7.287° 7.577° 7.497 7.383 "
(0.019) (0.039) (0.128) (0.019) (0. 040) (0. 128)
0.037™ 0.076™ 0.106™ 0.037™ 0.076™ 0. 106 ™
(0.002) (0. 002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002)
-0.001 0. 001 -0.002 -0.001 0. 001 -0.002
(0.002) (0. 002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002)
-0.0001 0. 0001 ** 0. 0001 -0. 0001 0. 0001 ™ 0. 0001
(0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001) (0.0001)
0.048™ -0.097 0. 001 0. 048 ™ -0.097 0. 001
(0.013) (0.012) (0.015) (0.013) (0.012) (0.015)
0.137™ 0. 087 ™ 0.116™ 0.137™ 0. 087 0.116™
(0.010) (0. 009) (0.011) (0.010) (0. 009) (0.011)
0. 467 -0.104™ -5.995 0. 467 -0.104™ ~5.995
(0.013) (0.014) (0.5) (0.013) (0.014) (0.5)
0. 557 0. 626™* 0.335™* 0. 557 0. 626 0.335™
(0.012) (0.013) (0.014) (0.012) (0.013) (0.014)
—0.2137 | —1.896™ | —-2.494™* | _0.213™ | —1.896™ | -2.494™
(0.033) (0.033) (0.041) (0.033) (0.033) (0.041)
95961 95961 95961 95961 95961 95961
(1) T 1% 5% 10%; (2) .
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(0. 003) (0.003) (0. 003)
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(0. 003) (0. 0056) (0.0077)
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0.0003 | 0.0007* | 0.0009*
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Wage Premium of Urban Scale:

based on floating population monitor survey of china

Wu Bo Chen Xiao Li Biao

Abstract: Using the data of floating population dynamic monitoring survey data of China in 2014 the
paper analyzes the existence of wage premium across cities of different sizes and further explore the
mechanism of its emergence. We find that after controlling observable capacity characteristics and
regional differences wage premium exists. But after controlling selection bias and cost of living wage
premium turns out non — significant in cities whose population is less than 10 million. Counterfactual
estimates show that there is a slight increase in wages if workers who is in small and medium cities
enter cities with a population of more than 1 million but the incensement is not enough to cover the
rising of living cost. Analysis of mechanism shows thick labor force market effect and spillover of
knowledge is the source of wage premium.

Keywords: Urban Size; Wage Premium; Floating Population.
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