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Whether junior high school students’ tutoring makes up the difference or
improves the quality: Empirical evidence from CEPS
XU Zhangxing™?

(1.College of Finance, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China; 2.Department of Agricultural Economics
and Rural Development, University of Goettingen, Goettingen 37073, Germany)

Abstract: Based on the perspective of participation time heterogeneity, this paper uses the China Education Panel Survey
(CEPS2013) data to analyze the relationship between academic achievement and the choice of students' tutoring behavior
via the Bivariate Probit model. With the endogenous treatment, this paper conducts a sample discussion on different
students’ groups and conducts a robustness test. The results show that: From Monday to Friday, students’ academic
achievement is negatively correlated with the participation of tutoring, that is, the higher the academic performance, the
lower the probability of participating in tutoring classes is; At the weekend, with the improvement of students' academic
achievement, the participation probability of tutoring experiences an “inverted U-shaped” trend of rising first and then
decreasing. On average, when the total grades of classes is 236, students’ possibility of tutoring reaches the maximum.
From Monday to Friday, the negative correlation between academic performance and participation in out-of-school
tutoring classes is more pronounced among urban students and seventh graders. On weekends, the “inverted U”
relationship between academic performance and the probability of participation in out-of-school tutoring classes is more
pronounced among rural students and graduating students; the better the academic performance of urban students, the
higher the likelihood of participating in out-of-school tutoring is and there is a phenomenon of “the higher the grades, the

N more crazy the participation of tutoring is”.
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