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The Entry of Foreign Capital and Gender Employment Discrimination:

Empirical Atudy Based on the Propensity Score Matching Estimator
KAN Da=xue LV Lian—u
( School of Economics and Trade Nan Chang Institute of Technology Nanchang 330099 China)

Abstract: Based on the micro data of Chinese industrial enterprise database from 2004 to 2011 the pa-—
per uses propensity score matching estimation method to empirical study on the impact of foreign capital on
gender employment discrimination. The results shows that the gender discrimination in employment has been in
some extent intensified with the entry of foreign capitals while alleviated without the entry; as per the indus—
try the gender discrimination the gender discrimination in employment has been intensified with the entry of
foreign capitals in the eastern region while alleviated in the central and western regions; as per the origin area
of the capitals the gender employment discrimination has been alleviated with the entry of foreign capitals
from Hong Kong Macao and Taiwan regions while aggravated with the entry of foreign capital from other
countries and regions. Therefore we should pay attention to gender discrimination in employment effect of for—
eign entry and improve the quality of foreign investment to promote employment equity.
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