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Emotive changes of couples of hometown-remaining families
and its influencing factors: Based on 964 survey data of left-behind women
CHEN Fei-giang
(The Party School of Hunan Provincial Committee of CPC, Changsha 410006, China)

Abstract: The data from 964 questionnaires of rural left-behind women in Hunan province show that, psychological
uncomforting has a significant effect on emotion of couples of hometown-remaining families, which have signaled that
the stronger the uncomforting is, the worse the emotion of couples is. Compared with the state of "no change"”, there are
many variables have a significant impact on emotion of couples of hometown-remaining families, such as personal
income, improvement of family economic situation, change of the relationship with parents-in-law, change of the
relationship with children, husband's most concerning problems, the frequency of home visits, talk to her husband when
there is trouble, and the ratios of the factors mentioned above are 1.428 1.565 1.795 5.765 2.274 1592 1.215
respectively. AT the same time, the worry of marriage changes has a significant impact on emotion of couples of
hometown-remaining families, and the possibilities is 8.18 times higher for the women worrying about the change of
marriage than that of the women without worrying about the marriage change. Furthermore, labor burden is the
significant factor also, while age health statue and their husbands’ frequency of communication with them have no
significant effect.
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