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Research on the Problem of Endogeneity of Social Network

a discussion on Mouw’s views
LIANG Yu-cheng
( Department of sociology and social work Zhongshan University Guangzhou 510275 China)

Abstract Based on empirical and theoretical studies this research indicates that under the circumstance where social
network performs a positive function individual actors with good relations show a tendency of using a social network
which suits the Endogenous Type mentioned by T. Mouw. And when the network develops a negative function those ca—
pable actors may tend not to use networks instead which is described in this research as a particular Endogenous Type
II. Therefore it is held that it is invalid to negate the universality of endogeneity proposed by T. Mouw and the general
form for the study on the network. The study has also confirmed that the effect of the application of relationship on one”
s income demonstrates an endogenous effect along with the probability of the application of relationship.

Key words social capital; homogeneity; heterogeneity; counterfactual analysis; tendentiousness scoring matching

method; heterogeneity processing effect model
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