( ) 2017 12 18 6
Journal of Hunan Agricultural University (Social Sciences), Dec. 2017, 18(6):040-050

DOI: 10.13331/j.cnki.jhau(ss).2017.06.007

SWRMANEEBRRFREZMEAZS
— AT HRAT AR A T 4 AR

RER
( 200433)
wm = CFPS2010 2014 2012
X # i
HESES €923 NHEREE: A XEHS: 1009-2013(2017)06-0040-11

Son preference of temporary rural-to-urban migrants and its’ influencing factors:
Based on the comparison with the rural natives
LIANG Tonggui

(Population Research Institute, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China)

Abstract Based on the CFPS2010 data, 2014 national circular migrants monitoring data and 2012 Shanghai circular
migrants monitoring data, based on the comparison with the rural natives, the paper analyzed the impact of rural-to-urban
migration on son preference. The paper found that both the temporary rural-to-urban migrants and the rural natives had
son preferences, but the son preference of temporary rural-to-urban migrants was weakened. The multivariate regression
showed that the progressive birth probability of temporary rural-to-urban migrants was lower than that of rural natives
when they had no son, no matter the place where they gave birth to the first or second child was in urban or in rural.
Among the five variables of social integration, the social endowment insurance system included in the economic
integration weakened the son preference. Improving the rate of migrant workers' insured and carrying out community
sports activities would be helpful to balance the birth sex structure.
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33600 200 937
(el CFPS2010
2014
F 1 EThEMES S TERIFER AT
34.02 3415 4048 3758 37.73 3854 4157 4211 40.73 39.74 4215 39.74
8.04 7.25 4.64 6.34 7.56 8.09 4.49 5.80 5.99 7.20 4.47 7.20
2242 2222 2304 2256 21.78 2171 2192 2191 2137 2133 2145 2133
2.73 2.77 3.00 291 2.63 2.79 2.76 291 2.59 2.62 2.62 2.62
2312 2414 2349 2465 2318 2295 2338 2326 2263 2243 2275 2243
421 3.39 4.74 3.68 2.87 3.08 2.99 3.24 2.61 2.67 2.63 2.67
28.11 28.17 28,62 2817 2736 29.79 2749 3140 2690 26.78 27.01 26.78
4.14 4.26 4.38 4.26 4.28 4.78 4.50 4.55 4.15 417 4.26 417
1.06 1.97 1.02 2.15 1.39 1.24 1.46 1.35 1.26 111 1.30 111
1.83 2.42 2.16 2.73 1.79 2.02 1.94 2.16 1.66 1.63 171 1.63
4.62 4.62 4.69 4.62 4.37 7.27 4.36 8.35 4.28 4.34 4.26 4.34
3.07 2.98 3.33 2.98 3.23 411 3.39 4.26 3.19 3.12 3.29 3.12
151 1.40 1.86 1.61 1.82 1.25 1.97 1.24 2.29 2.03 231 2.03
0.83 0.61 0.75 0.65 0.77 0.51 0.78 0.50 0.61 0.18 0.63 0.18
1% 5250 4790 5190 49.00 43.00 49.00 4150 4410 5040 59.30 49.90 59.30
1 1% 4750 5210 4810 51.00 57.00 51.00 5850 5590 49.60 40.70 50.10 40.70
1% 23.70 2140 2530 2140 1870 2240 1870 2240 19.10 18.60 19.00 18.60
1 1% 59.30 59.30 57.70 59.30 5590 6050 55.90 60.50 55.80 65.20 55.50 65.20
2 1% 17.00 1930 17.00 1930 2540 1710 2540 1710 2510 16.10 2560 16.10
1% 7.50 7.60 5.20 7.40 7.40 9.90 6.40 7.90 7.60 8.50 7.30 8.50
1% 9250 9240 9480 92,60 92.60 90.10 93.60 9210 9240 9150 92.70 91.50
1% 27.10 2310 2820 2380 2460 1850 2510 1850 2280 16.30 22.70 16.30
1% 31.30 30.70 30.30 3320 30.60 3130 3050 30.30 3250 4250 32.60 42.50
1% 30.50 3180 29.10 30.60 3430 3520 3350 3380 3950 3510 3940 35.10
1% 1110 1440 1250 1230 1050 1510 1090 17.30 5.30 6.10 5.30 6.10
1% 2740 2610 3250 29.90 56.50 58.10 60.80 64.60 6570 71.00 67.50 71.00
1% 59.40 67.40 52.00 65.00 3740 4130 3330 3490 2990 28.00 27.80 28.00
1% 11.50 6.30 14.40 4.90 5.30 0.60 5.40 0.40 4.10 1.00 4.30 1.00
1% 1.60 0.20 1.10 0.10 0.70 0.00 0.40 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.30 0.00
16 49 1053. 1053. 554. 692. 2179. 2179. 1580. 1629. 1587. 1587 1418. 1587.
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33.27 35.63 30.97 1% 11.45 8.45 14.36
7.04 7.26 6.00 1% 88.55 91.55 85.64
8.16 6.16 10.11 1% 8.07 5.58 10.51
5.76 4.94 5.83 1% 91.93 94.42 89.49
0.05 0.01 0.09 1% 43.92 45.14 4273
1.02 1.04 1.01 1% 56.08 54.86 57.27
0.05 0.01 0.08 1% 83.41 81.65 85.11
1.03 1.01 1.05 1% 4.88 5.76 4.03
log 3.75 3.73 3.77 1% 11.71 12.59 10.86
log 0.24 0.24 0.23 1% 81.99 80.40 83.54
1.25 1.26 1.24 1% 7.28 8.09 6.48
1.81 179 1.83 1% 10.74 1151 9.98
10.46 10.44 10.49 % 985 8.27 11.38
2.90 3.06 2.75 1% 56.88 58.63 55.17
1% 40.91 33.99 47.64 1% 13.40 13.13 13.66
1% 59.09 66.01 52.36 1% 9.58 8.45 10.68
1% 23.25 22.48 23.99 1% 10.29 1151 9.11
1% 73.74 73.92 73.56 1127 556 571
1% 3.02 3.60 2.45
= Pty =
Cox
> 9[21] (
[14]
_ 22-23
Logistic [2-22]
1 logistic
Haughton & Haughton
[14]
Logistic 10
7
37.417 95%
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STATA
CFPS2010 2014
£3 BEREBREZRRSHEFE
1% 1% 1% 1%
0 1511  84.89 278 x’=17.2896;  53.68  46.32 95 ¥?=7.1193;
2931 70.69 331 Pr=0.000 7204 27.06 g5  Pr=0.008
1 4496 5504 258 x’=3.1991;,  87.73 1227 220  y’=6.5101;
5233  47.67 344 Pr=0.074 9449 551 236  Pr=0.011
2 ; ; - - 8571  14.29 63  2=6.5385;
; - - - 9740  2.60 77 Pr=0.011
0 1450 8550 655  4?=418.9508; 51.36 4864 220  42=3.1674;
6722 3270 719 Pr=0.000 6316 36.84 76 Pr=0.075
1 3310  66.81 925 x’=553.6238; 82.55  17.45 659 %*=10.1314;
8546  14.54 910 Pr=0.000 9771 829 205 Pr=0.001
2 ; ; - - 79.60 2040 299  y?=7.6570;
- - - - 9483 517 sg  Pr=0.006
0 - - - - 4737 5263 266  y’=135.4291;
; - - - 9195 805 208  Pr=0.000
1 . - - - 8329 1671 790  4?=145.6449;
; ; - - 9874 126 1031  Pr=0.000
2 ; ; - ; 7901 2099 362  y?=41.1790;

- . - - 96.90 310 258  Pr=0.000
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*4 ERMEBREZRREHEEFMER logistic BN

( )
* ( =0 )
*1 0.180™" 0.111™ 0.278™ 0.173™ 0.140™
(0.041) (0.038) (0.040) (0.033) (0.024)
*2 0.124™ 0.178™ 0.165™"
(0.057) (0.039) (0.032)
*0 0.433™ 0.500" 0.0665™" 0.646" 0.0762""
(0.102) (0.188) (0.010) (0.326) (0.020)
*1 0.135™ 0.0431™ 0.0179™ 0.0797™" 0.00807""
(0.031) (0.018) (0.003) (0.036) (0.003)
*2 0.0202™ 0.0456™ 0.0178™
(0.016) (0.033) (0.007)
( )
0.812 0.708 0.655™" 0.653™" 0.695™
(0.129) (0.186) (0.066) (0.104) (0.104)
0.604" 1.209 0.459™ 1.131 1.216
(0.158) (0.474) (0.115) (0.359) (0.371)
« )
5.676™" 7.357" 5.980"" 5.976™" 36.49™"
(1.372) (7.795) (1.050) (3.764) (37.450)
9.639™ 6.657 9.670™ 5.408™" 32.66™
(2.320) (7.017) (1.643) (3.387) (33.430)
6.261"" 5.689 6.876"" 4.183" 24,617
(1.510) (6.052) (1.154) (2.623) (25.170)
0.853™ 0.900™ 1.109 0.982 0.787
(0.022) (0.039) (0.152) (0.201) (0.176)
0.804™ 0.859™ 0.883™ 0.936 0.934
(0.026) (0.049) (0.022) (0.040) (0.037)
0.702™ 0.741™ 0.789™
(0.039) (0.027) (0.022)
( ) 0.557" 1.397 0.76" 0.439™ 0.445™
(0.171) (0.698) (0.137) (0.116) (0.102)
* 1.141™
-0.0711
129.9™ 7.453 1.645 5272 9.146
(97.100) (12.190) (2.651) (12.830) (24.760)
Loglikelihood -629.43646™" -237.6988™" -1468.9699™"  -646.60159"" -827.39083™
Pseudo R 0.1957 0.2744 0.3029 0.1834 0.2901

wxx p<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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®5 FMARERRSHEFHMEERER Cox BYFSH

( )
* (0
)
*1 0.540™" 0.156™" 0.607"" 0232 0217
(0.050) (0.039) (0.033) (0.032) (0.027)
*2 0.161™" 0.256™" 0.254™"
(0.059) (0.041) (0.037)
*0 0.688™" 0.723" 0.210™ 0.679 0.142"™
(0.062) (0.195) (0.015) (0.221) (0.031)
*1 0.340™ 0.0909™" 0.0725™ 0.0738™" 0.0157™
(0.034) (0.030) (0.007) (0.029) (0.005)
*2 0.049™" 0.0369™" 0.0355™"
(0.000) (0.028) (0.013)
( )
0.819™ 0.695 0.835™ 0.607™ 0.698™
(0.061) (0.148) (0.042) (0.077) (0.087)
0.714" 1.125 0.718™ 0.931 1.038
(0.094) (0.345) (0.090) (0.226) (0.244)
« )
3.325™" 6.262" 3.828™" 5.234™" 27.07™
(0.539) (6.380) (0.445) (3.089) (27.260)
4587 5.379" 4817 4573™ 24.29™
(0.724) (5.467) (0.541) (2.690) (24.430)
3.829™ 4945 4422 3.602" 19.18™
(0.613) (5.053) (0.498) (2.124) (19.280)
0.788™ 0.955 0.791™ 0.955™ 0.963
(0.078) (0.196) (0.009) (0.020) (0.175)
0.935™ 0.899™ 0.942 0.945" 1.175™
(0.016) (0.036) (0.012) (0.032) (0.046)
0.746™ 0.732™ 0.804™"
(0.037) (0.025) (0.021)
* 1.173™
(0.067)
( ) 0.806 0.95 0.839™ 0.646™ 0.530™
(0.104) (0.368) (0.075) (0.126) (0.095)
Loglikelihood -6032.7186™" -660.71769™" -13984.439™ -2277.6117 -2744.5149™

Fkk p<001Y *k p<005' * p<01

M)

0.180
0.433 0.135
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2
CoX
®)
*6 LiEmsERaidkREEBRRIFEINEZRE Cox BYIHH
( )
_ 1.103"7(0.024) 1.256"(0.036) 0.898™(0.042)
_ 0.856"7(0.024) 0.75777(0.024) 1.053(0.037)
N ) - 0.996(0.021)
0.982(0.056) 1.059(0.077) 0.929(0.088)
() 0.8027(0.121) 0.891(0.173) 0.689™(0.185)
() 0.98(0.181) 0.871(0.286) 0.958(0.246)
0.934(0.055) 0.8737(0.081) 1.035(0.079)
(

) 1.011(0.173) 1.057(0.235) 1.098(0.26)
0.931(0.204) 1.26(0.285) 0.939(0.303)
0.803(0.248) 0.668(0.34) 1.082(0.381)
0.923(0.228) 0.937(0.302) 0.978(0.347)

() 0.935(0.107) 1.038(0.148) 0.926(0.167)
)
1.059(0.255) 1.039(0.335) 0.989(0.409)
1.312(0.187) 1.467(0.236) 1.021(0.322)
)
0.3667(0.398) 0.456(0.534) 0.371(0.605)
1.029(0.202) 1.064(0.252) 1.179(0.36)
()
1.62177(0.143) 1.6877(0.193) 1.88977(0.224)
1.031(0.371) 1.868(0.452) 0.535(0.769)
() 1.5237(0.207) 3.57977(0.401) 0.846(0.254)
log 1.439°(0.212) 1.532°(0.268) 1.231(0.347)
0.844™(0.07) 0.703"(0.094) 0.942(0.11)
( 0.497(0.575)
0.984(0.026) 0.952(0.041) 0.988(0.042)
Loglikelihood -2 2445897 -1095.7746 " 859.3276

% n<0.01, ** p<0.05, * p<0.1
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