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Abstract

The article firstly conducts an empirical study by constructing a Probit model that reflects the in-
fluencing factors of residents’ employment, and using the data of China General Social Survey
(CGSS2017). The research shows that the body shape of the residents has a significant inverted “U”
shape direct impact on the employment of Chinese residents. Then, the article further analyzes the
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influence mechanism of body shape on residents’ job search, and finds that body shape often af-
fects employment through two intermediary channels, health and marital status. Finally, the ar-
ticle studies the impact of body shape on different types of employment, provides new evidence
for the impact of body shape on employment, and reveals new features of the current Chinese la-
bor market.
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1. 5|8

20 el 90 FARLLK, MERERATAE IEAEtH FE R A RIE S, CApUN A EROGEM AL AR
Bz —, RS EAN NG ORGUH RE B, 2% FKEM ST KA U, AR T4
Grit R R fE .

BUEFF LA, FRE SR sE J se Il T U R b i, S0tE WK SGE T IR E R R AR VE %A
AV WG, 3 22 5 FRAG NI 77775 2056 52 1) ok 553 158 43 18 S50 L PR Py N B Do, 3R] J (RS R A 7
SIATRGLR AT B R AR AL, R I S H 2 U (A i R E AR AR PR I R T R
B, WHE, H 1949 FELISKILH G T 70 AT IR 1A 5 I BGE AT BT %

MFT, EREEE RS, R EBE R H R, R, SRR B R AR SR I
B, RN 7 BV R K AR M S R T 5T B T e A N RIS AS SR ER S C A VR B T T
REY R REHCHEEE. KIALCE, a0tz RIFARTEIES M ABGFE —ENZIRET S, Mm7E
PEINFI BRI R e N R A T 6 BRSE A B AR I A R AR, X R RN 2 5 N BRAS A AL 235 3)
R ARSI . W14, BRI Z PN T B & B ARM@ R TR, BUZ 8 TR0 X F i WX sRER. A bR
ACAESE T T ) AU SE A, TETESS 38 I IE 1 R A Fe gt 5 V5 Bl ok S AR AR T o X PO b %%
AR AESE AR B R T I S50 JE PR AR BSR4

R, FRe RS R 0 52 B0 WAL T3 38 4 H s i, 518 T ATl mig B s
8 S A2 T 1 i 3% — 1) FBLPR) FE 2 o #4218 Grossman [ 1] (1972)3 H ({8 BE N D WA TRAE, 1A TE 2 38 5 5 i
KRR AN NN ) B AT R, kTSR S AAE 557 80 J1 i i BB 00 o AR SOR AR DA R X0 3 1R
O RN B FRE M ER AT, I K G 2 ) e AR R A BSR4 BUR R A O

2. HERGRIR

[ b2 3 S0y 5 A AR AR R Aok . TN G5 S dH Rt 24w A . B, ZES 5T, Morris [2]
(2006)F I 5% [E #4E F 7L K B, BMI % 55 M B0 B sl B A 25 (0 0B il 52 i, i sxe 2o M D B 2 3 1Y)
BIA) IR0 - Greve [3] (2008) ) FHIFH 22 i it 58 K I, 1) BMI 5 PR = 2 [ A7 AE i 2 SRR &R
T B PER) BMI 5 skl R 2 18] () 56 R HAEA B35 10 . 76 T % J71Hi, Cawley [4] (2004)F1 Finkelstein ez al. [5]
(2005 L BIF 7 36 AR, RIUAERES 33057 30 1 TR IR . Cawley [6]% A (2005)F] 48 = 1) %L
Pa R, Toiext B2 Lok, RS 1% /A0 5% . Bhattacharya A1 Bundorf [7] (2005) 8 FLffRE 1 AR
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JHERE TR NARAIC ) PT Be J IR, A 2 B Je 32 A 0 455 0 T 25 18 81 S e 5 2 v ) I R 9 FH RO A S 1k
AT 248 Jee A A Jike N BT A7 /K LA D A . 164, Pagan 1 Davila [8] (1997) &K BL/E & AT £k
PERT B AL TAE A, Lot B AR 52 3] () i DL B B X2

] P 27 2 0 IR JRESE 8 55 7 ThD PRI S Ak T2 S0 B B, o R TRE IR G PRI AR 2, R T R R PP
Fh2x G 5 RURT R TR 55 3l 0 s e 45 07 T . FHZLANREE[9] (2009) & BBE A BMI (34K, 12 1455 i 22
Fhim BEA RN 25, ATHFHE TN AN ADGEA, e S AEFO T 0. BA. 25
FE[ 10155 (201 1) F0 R IUAR T X 30 117 57 50 3 sV AR AE — € 52, 1T L T B ad e e P oA R {7 A 2R3
o agf b= A 4 A (R 2 PR s ], %o 7 A B A AR ) s e B K FLIE 5 S5 BR[ 1] (2017) 305 2 432K logistic
B, WHFRRM, WS IEREAAE BRI R R, BAMEX AR AR ANEZE KT R
AKEHEAT T 5B S A

MRS, A TERERERT Z2 VAR 55 3 Sk T35 2 R A GG &R, TR T 53 ME R 5 i A — B
FEE P, 5T MR XS 57 Bl b 11 373 5 0 (RO IE S AE R B0 o 122 SR FH v I P 25030 DR A T 55 g b 1 S e 4 1
B EH -

3. BIRSER
3.1. BEKIR

S P SR A SR VR T [N R OR A R 4 % 1) 2 AR AL A 3 [ 2H 2R S i) o [ 2R A A 2 T A
(CGSS). X—# ¥R Z iR A 7=, JuEES 72l 31 M. BIRKX) , SETEE &
M—Ji % P RERITHE A, 2P EE M EESAEME. ESME. SEEN KRS HETE .

CEGEH 2017 4E ) CGSS k£ 247 SEUE 7341, el 18~60 2 I T3 HEAEARH 18~55 2 Iy Lot A
TENBE RN R, FEMIBR T IERSEA . BIR AR, BERAB U LS RIPEA. RN CELER], B
B AR B D U B AR, TR EER I SRR A RT e s e TR B B AR E R, 2B
ARERBARATAE — BT AR 22, A ST th ik B e S ) T B AR 07 vk B A3 e i 22
3.2. ZERAA

1) AR & OO ARG B 2R “ Bt R SN FHER T/ T EkREE. Hrh,
HAER TAER 1, HAD TR AT TAE.

2) FRBAS R . ASCRAZ O B2 B ONRR TR EBMI), H5EA RN EFRE(BMI) = K FH(T7%)/
B2 kD). bR BRI R BMI < 18.5 B A%, 18.5 < BMI <24 I NIEH, 24 < BMI <28
BN, BMI > 28 BONAEME. NHERR D EWEFAR T, SH MK CHR(Atella [12], et al., 2008;
Brunello and D’Hombres [13], 2007; Garicia and Quintana-Donmeque [14], 2006) 7%, AL HIRE T BMI
FE[ 15196 N BIREAS o

3) &R SHRIUE SCRG — B, BRI R AR U R E R MR R PR
RO BUATHS . EEiGAK T LR RBR . KELFOREA ALY GDP'. #2488 Ak e XL 1.

Table 1. Study variables and descriptions

1. MREERH
RE REMRE
ik AAARTAE =1; HAKM =0

L&A 2017 Y GDP HdiRIE T B R SR E M.
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k21 HELME =1 dEAELIE =2 HAMER =0
BMI BMI = & (Kg)/ & & % (m%)
ZHE TR EPRZHEFROERAL: ), RN —FRF N ZHE FRIE
R B SEPRER (AL %)
P =1 =0
JUEE WHPH =1 REFH =0
NS WE =1 PERE =0
BUf IR =1 Hih =0
Wil g K FREAE =1 WEE =2, —K =3; B =4; B =5
ERSUIEIEETES WA =1; B> =2, A =3; B =4; B =5
FEEZ TR EART P =15 ART P =2, FEKF =3; &1 P =4, @mTr =5
A¥1 GDP FTTEE B A GDP (R47: i 7m)
g FER 1L IR =1; LLBORMER =2; —f& =3 BB =4 REE =5
BSURAR 1L B =1; Hfth =0
3.3, EAER
ENSHJERAMBETAEQON DA B [15], @ T Htlk Y 5748 T FHAMARE X K5

E(Y|T,.X)=a+pT+y-X (D)

Forb, ol Y R oA R, Mgl AU IER TAERTEL 1, HAugtl 28R 0. TRFEMIESER, B
NIETERIZE, a1 X R — RIS gL 2 A = .
BE— DA SRR R AL N R BB

Y =dT +6X, +u, )
Horb, YOS B AN N R, d AT THISE, 0 N B S, u NREDT, OB
FLAE[O, 1]IA) IR AARAE IEZS 70 Al o FEIRSEH, T HBEWIE] Y, 2y >0, YIBUEN 1; B 0. A
PRI T VAR £ b, SCRAEA] Probit BURSR AL TH AT AR A B fa REAk f sz, Fd ik
R

Pr(Y, =1|T,X,)=Pr(¥ >0|T,X,)=Pr(d, +0X, +u, >0|T,, X,)
=Pr(u, >—dT,-0X,|T,,X,)=1-®(-dT, - 0X,)

0, dT;+0X, <0
=G(dTl.+6?X,.)={ ’ ’
1, dT;+60X, <0
Horfr, @ bR RS ST 50 A bR 3. 22 AT SR S0 B 784 PR R FH IR : Probit FEALRT LPM 7

PRy S I T R AR T X 55 30 Ll B 20 AT B AN R 4V, T LPM AR & SR ROREZR AT RE/N T 0 8-
KT 1, AR AKCHEHBLET B 225 K RN ACR DRIFIEE o PR IiZ3CIE S Probit BEARYBEAT WF T

3.4. BiEAR
w2 pron, BEART B M EEaE 1.1, FEASIRBOAEE. NIE LRE, BHafkmlbREsT
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ok, REARER B BMIE . ZAFEFER, PISE RG] TR SR S E S T abk . oA
B I VERECROUIS & e, ERECISIEOIR T 2. BRE, IR MEON G, WS
LR

Table 2. Descriptive statistics results

2. mRMFEITER

FiE Tt
e

M FIE R EE M FHME PREE

ok 3005 0.793 0.405 3103 0.595 0.491
BMI 3005 23.53 3213 3103 22.44 3.292
ok 3005 0.439 0.496 3103 0.398 0.489
e 3005 41.42 11.59 3103 39.96 1021
BN 3005 0.941 0.236 3103 0.930 0.256
THE TR 3005 10.83 4.457 3103 9.924 5.042
BUA TS 3005 0.132 0.338 3103 0.0744 0.263
LIPS FH AR 3005 3.706 1.496 3103 0.650 0.477
18 T 3005 3.528 1.042 3103 3.545 1.072
FEEL TR 3005 2.627 0.740 3103 2.624 0.708
YRV 3005 0.756 0.430 3103 0.824 0.381
g BER I, 3005 3.822 0.998 3103 3.760 0.973
AHIGDP 3005 73,527 36,378 3103 71,251 35,301

4. R BRI
4.1. EAXR[EYT

SR 43 0% BMI AT T Probit [IEflTH, % 3 B2 14 PR i (Marginal Effect, ME), %]
HRBM RIS . BAKE, RN T/ MEEREZMMERZ G, £ 5% FgiKF L, it
PEIE 2 2ctt, BMI —IRIUABREMINIE, RN, HESZRER, B BMI 24 “U” #EHh, 4
FE 3ok Jre gt 38 8 stk sl AR AR TR . To e BRI o, SRR BREEIATE 1% MG KT B R EN
BN, XU R K, A RE TIE. TietEa, ZHEBEEWE, A, gl
ms o AR K 2 s TR A RS PR T T R B RIEA SRR, B TTAEM
RER ARG, — LX) 35 GDP Ao sl A 5 2 1F 8 (4 54

Table 3. Marginal effect of Probit regression body shape on employment
= 3. Probit BRIl HI8 FRF 0

25 i ik Bk BHEAV) LEAV) BAEAV)
0.082""" 0.061" 0.088"" 1.406™" 1.639™ 2.045™"
BMI
(3.49) (2.05) (4.56) 4.01) (6.13) (8.66)
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-0.001""" -0.001"" -0.002"*" -0.031°" -0.038""" -0.046™""
BMI x BMI
(-3.04) (-2.07) (—4.11) (—4.08) (-6.30) (-8.82)
‘ -0.075™" 0.031 -0.026" -0.067"" 0.025 -0.025"
ak
(—4.36) (1.41) (-1.84) (-3.86) (1.15) (-1.76)
-0.004""" -0.004""" -0.004""" -0.001 0.001 0.000
EW
(-5.10) (-3.20) (-5.40) (-1.52) (0.48) (0.45)
0.128"™ 0.024 0.080™" 0.119™ 0.027 0.082""
Rk
(3.47) (0.66) (3.04) (3.26) 0.74) (3.13)
3 0.012™ 0.020™ 0.020™ 0.012" 0.015™ 0.018™
TZHEFEMR
(5.84) (7.74) (11.53) (5.94) (5.11) (10.37)
0.062"" 0.171™ 0.125™ 0.079™" 0.186™" 0.154™"
BRI S
(2.97) (4.78) (6.41) (4.00) (5.26) (8.37)
0.035™ 0.027" 0.033™ 0.046™ 0.024™ 0.0417
A AR
(6.00) (3.33) (6.36) (7.08) (2.90) (7.61)
-0.007 0.022™ 0.003 -0.004 0.024™ 0.003
e 1 KT
(-0.85) (2.16) 0.43) (-0.52) (2.34) (0.50)
0.042"" 0.048"" 0.043"™" 0.046™" 0.053"™" 0.047"
(4.23) (3.48) (4.90) (4.60) (3.81) (5.43)
0.000" 0.000™ 0.000™ 0.000" 0.000™ 0.000™"
A¥J GDP
(1.79) (2.65) (3.31) (2.53) (2.70) (3.86)
L& 3005 3103 6108 3005 3103 6108

VE: FES AN GG, T TR IRRTE 1%, 5% 10%5i K L8, TR

(R, SEAKEAY (1 (B S 45 R0, ARTERASERZm 1 ok, BIAES7 8 i s sSe A7 /e “ R m L .
MeAh, SCHIESRA T TRAASR T, BTN AL AT BEAAE RN AR, 25 5 2 BT AR E] A A
TPEEALRRE—E UEB 1 RIS R 1) — B (Wooldridge [16], 2002) .

4.2. AR

P20 U FERGLA IS WEOIR DAy /e A2 &, 23 et B3 PE AT e AR AR Al [l U o i Sfeadsd 40 7 72 P 1
FEAERL PN SO N BERGLIFEFR: B PH@ BRI, 2 — B0 AR TR 2 i i Ag FROR Bkt 55 3l 7
AR AE R . 1ZSOAR,  C EVPEERIRGL” ARBLT AN AR T ST 25 A AT, AR RO E S R
WS NAR BRI o DRI R B DA BRI ™ 1 iy A BRR YO0 ) — A SE 4 il AVEE B (1) 48 AR (Ldeler A1
Benyamini [17], 1997). % 4 &R, ANetER], BMI )2 53 @ BOR I, AT B s 2
{B“U” T, R WIAATE b Bt R e T 0 2 BRI A BREIR O o 1 42 g BREIR U0 J5 M T 6 sgf Ml () 2 B T 0.016,
I HAE 1%KF BB, XRVMATEHISE B 1 k.
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Table 4. The mediating effect of health on employment
= 4. BRI A RN

. B i ik
%%u R R R
)% Bk )% Bk )% Bk
0.066™" 0.035™ 0.059™"
i
(8.70) (3.33) (8.92)
0.284™" 0.060"" 0.249™" 0.052" 0.268™" 0.071™"
BMI
(5.10) (2.51) (4.93) (1.75) (7.26) (3.66)
-0.006™"" -0.001™" -0.005™"" -0.001" -0.006™"" -0.001"""
BMI x BMI
(-5.35) (-2.01) (-5.17) (-1.75) (-7.57) (-3.17)
MEIAE 3005 3005 3103 3103 6108 6108
th R? 0.166 0.189 0.174

SRJE AERR R I AN R A NASIEIR DL AR H RTASAROL, 3Pt 7T 1R 2 15 & il L fE 4%
QRPR L T ek AR, IR HIAS IR DS, FBAEREAC T, TR B R N IE A SRR
TR R A N IESR . S5 R TE A S IE R S W AR R 1A . EARAE X SRR B N
LIz e, AT Bl SRR B 225l , (AT SR A7 A 55 38 U AL NI (6 5)

Table 5. The mediating effect of marriage on employment

5. BIER R B R AR

#5] i ik Bk
=3 Bk =3 Bk =3 Bk
0.183™" -0.063™ 0.027
LS
(7.74) (—2.45) (1.58)
0.098"™" 0.067" 0.1117 0.067" 0.078" 0.086™"
BMI
4.27) (2.86) (5.45) (2.25) (5.09) (4.45)
-0.002™*" -0.001™" -0.002™*" -0.001™" -0.001""" -0.002™*"
BMI x BMI
(-3.64) (-2.49) (-5.10) (-2.26) (-4.58) (-4.01)
SRR 3005 3005 3103 3103 6108 6108
1y R 0.242 0.136 0.174

4.3. REMEKE

R EEF R NIRRT AT R AR R . R 6 R T R
FUE LRI AR, A FUAIERT AL . PIVEREA [ 45 R B s 42t | — 22 A,
BMI — (R IAFREZILE 5% LA BIGETH /K B ol A S 2 1 1E 7] 52 s BMI — IR I BREGUALE 5% LA
NG B FER BN, XYY BMI XL S L HLE U 3L FERAE 1% B G8TH K Exd it
WA B RN ZRAEER. BUamS. EEERRE. KELFPIRIAM ALY GDP 1£ 5%LU N4t
THACE EXS LA B2 H IR N, RS R S5R 3 AR B ZSA 5, RYIZ T4 R ARG
BoR RS
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Table 6. Robustness check
< 6. FREMRIE

e B i ik
0.081" 0.061"" 0.087"
BMI
(3.43) (2.05) (4.54)
-0.001""" -0.001"" -0.002"""
BMI x BMI
(-2.99) (-2.06) (—4.08)
) —0.074"" 0.033 —0.024°
ok
(—4.32) (1.55) (-1.69)
-0.004""" -0.004™" -0.004"""
RS
(—4.84) (-3.45) (-5.60)
0.135™ 0.024 0.082"
R
(3.64) (0.66) (3.14)
B 0.013™ 0.021"" 0.021""
ZHEER
(6.30) (8.62) (12.62)
0.063™ 0.170"™ 0.125™
BUATHISR
(3.07) 4.77) (6.42)
0.115™ 0.049™ 0.080"
FEAF BoRIE
(5.93) (2.07) (5.14)
-0.005 0.026™ 0.006
A 3E 15 7K
(-0.61) (2.49) (0.83)
0.044™ 0.050™" 0.045™
FEEL BRI
(4.43) (3.65) (5.16)
0.000"" 0.000™" 0.000™"
AN¥J GDP
(2.12) (2.78) (3.62)
WEAE 3005 3103 6108

4.4. E—DHe—HEX R ER I LB R

ErEipak W ASECRC K €. ih-- W r o Ak W% o SO (E o Ak W L EE A S 2 =8 18 CP B @ L PR T i 2
R X 558 A1l 5 57 AR R E U, R 2 SCR i — D IR AT X Bk SRR s . %302 %
BT CE(18] 017Xt Wl SRR I3, sl R B 7 aTek . B L ATEE B stk = fheRR . 2%
WEANSE[15 P Bk SRR R, SO AR B =Moo R BL R A IR E, B R B RS T B estl, A
JERL AT Tk .

N T BEFUARTERS L L =R TAERA RN, S5 2 f i SCk, % SCRATA R Probit BUAHEAT BT FE,
A RIL PR LT % 7
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Table 7. Marginal effects of body shape on self-employed and non-self-employed employment
= 7. R B B S53E 8 B A BRF

5 Eitid p-gcd
B
Tk HEmhl JEH R Tl HEmhl el L
-0.067""" -0.235™" 0.090™" -0.013" -0.0004"" 0.014™
BMI
(-3.46) (-3.43) (3.47) (-1.72) (-2.01) (2.22)
0.001"™" 0.0004™" -0.002™"" 0.0003 0.0001" -0.0003""
BMI x BMI
(3.20) (3.18) (-3.21) (0.59) (1.85) (-1.99)
NLIE 3005 3103
£ R 0.0621 0.0966

T R R R R 2 P2

e 7 FoR, AR 10%5 2 KSR, BMI X PP ) = AR P AL ) S #2552 1. BMIL X
PEREA T AN B ol M A 2 25 i IE “U” RUEgm, ot AR B sl 2 A U BRI . XE
W T AT o AR S ek AR B R AL R . X (R R SOR X3 Ak 2R R BT S A R AR &

5. &hig

OGS ] CGSS2017 Bl M A B, JEA RIS VA NZH. FKER TR,
KITEXT PIE S5 8 71 sk s ma R S48 “U” B HR B s — B0, ABUATE 2l i g
ANGS WA A S0 [w) s ma oL, R & Rk i EAAAE “HIB M IL” BLR . 5505 I8 BRI T REAEAE
MR, SO -T2 BMI A AR AR AR 0 T RAC R, WA N AR PEREAT R 06, 45 RHERR
TARTE N ZEPE I, AR A [ B i 25 R — B

IR, 2SO BURTEXS B e mtk AR B e gL A7 A F RIS . Toie R, XS 8 el #1772
1E “U” BB ELW, xHEERAFER “U” BYRRIE0, XK U] el AR R 2 AR
PN IAE0E 7 S = = VAT

BTG N RST B S E S EIEL, MOIRAE 57 s i AR TR AT B ROAE T, AR
E TR SRERE . WA NRHRSE, REFFIER A AR BRI AT S, M H AR 5m A
FES7 BN ST II3E S 1, JCHN RS, 0T 5780 st Lot iy BRI ™A%, o MR AR5 IR 3
AR BT . P DL BRI 55 30 )y i b 3 2 s st L s . WE R ZRE, NREIETEXT
O T 3 i A B A R T DAoL T 7 R A EOR 0 1 e SR AU AR . ATl B IR, OB
M RS TAESUOR M, MEA MERE A B N, RO R R B AT sl i3 EAFAE ) — 2k
f WLEE AR, WA w3 h e, Bk, etk s L3R AR, JREER
Hy R 3 N NBL ARV ELEL . AT 5 2222 RS SRV R84, et iz A7 miia T
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