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Abstract: This essay calculates returns to investment in human capital for rural ethnic
minority of the Dais by using different modes in the case of a Dai village, the results
show that returns to investment in human capital is very low when human capital is
measured by education, but it is higher when human capital is measured by
information obtained. Meanwhile, employing whether or not a person will participate
in gambling as an indicator for social returns to human capital investment, the years of
education has no significant effect on the odds ratio of participation in gambling,
where educational degree higher than junior school does have positive effect, but
information obtained has passive effect on the odds ratio. The essay also brings out
some potential policy suggestion based on the results.
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RZ
1 2 3
la 1b 3a 3b
B B B B Bo(B3) B Exp(B)
2.6367 | 2.705" 8.361" -2.001 -0.849
0.135 0.428
0.010 0.065 0.411 1.02 1.0
0.015 0.042 0.185
— 1.203 —_— —_—
0.006 0.0%5 0.0%8
0.031 0.154
—_— — —_— —_— 1.166
0.038 0.83
0.019 0.213
—_— — —_— —_— 1.238
0.046 0.8%
0.349* 2.521
—_— — —_— —_— 12.436
0.077 1.1
0.035" | 0.033" 0.004 -0.05" -0.061"
0.951 0.941
0.004 0.004 0.008 0.018 0.019
0001 | -0.001" 0.059
0.000 0.000 0.048
0.106" | 0.127" -1.047+* 1.7717 2.047
5.876 7.689
0.028 0.028 0.35 0.516 0.%49
0.606" | 0.486" 1.067" 0.322 -0.377
1.38 0.686
0.067 0.0711 0.206 0.891 0.942
0.181" | 0.185" 0.081 -1.69" -1.723"
0.185 0.178
0.033 0.032 0.0% 0.43 0.453
0.035" | 0.033" 0.115" -0.209 -0.233
0.812 0.792
0.009 0.009 0.031 0.137 0.14
0.059 0.054 0.251 0.401 0.31
1.494 1.363
0.0%2 0.031 0.101 0.483 0.433
53.9% | 56.33% —_— 58.6% —_— 37.7% —_— 35.1% —_—
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la 3a 1b 3b
P<0.001 3a 3b

nagelkerke R’ Cox and Snell R’ 21.4% 19.9%

3 * 0.05
** 0.01

la
0.015 1 1.5%
0.05
34.9%
1b
18%

48 .8%-60.6%
20.6%
33%-35% 11.5%

10.6%-12.7%
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