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1. What is the question?
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2. Why should we care about it?
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3. What is your answer?
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4. How did you get there?
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Yi1 Sent-down individual szb33wig 4 o

Yio A sent-down €07 individual en2b33504 4 o

51 B = E[Yi1 — Yio] ’ effect of send-down.

C; Birth cohort.

Co Discontinuity of the birth cohort.

Brp Regression discontinuity estimate of f.

h Chosen bandwidth.

K(.) Kernel function.

(pighort Cohort effect at cutoff point cq.

eighort Cohort effect at cutoff point cq.

D; Individual i's decision of staying in cities (i.e., Di = 0) and going to
countryside(i.e., Di = 1).

Z; Net benefits of being sent down.

C; Net costs of being sent down.

P Policy variable.

prutt Full send-down effect.

prartial | partial send-down effect, equals full send-down effect-changes in the outcomes via
noncognitive skills.

RD Regression discontinuity estimator.

RD-DD | Combined regression discontinuity and difference-in-difference estimator.




