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Statistic Analysis on Influence of Egress Laboring of Offspring for Economic Support of Remained Elderly

WANG Dong-ping et al (Department of-Modern Science & Technology, Agricultural University of Heibei,Baoding, Hebei 071001)
Abstract The influence of egress laboring of offspring for economic support of remained elderly was studied quantitatively and analyzed em-
pirically. “The results showed that the influence of economi¢ support had significant positive effect. Economic support obtained of remained eld-
erly had relatively-significant relation with personal characteristics of health condition and of whether to have individual income and family char-
acteristics of whether to-live alone, the number of offspring, and the-sgurce of economic support, but it had little relation with gender and age
of elderly.
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e1 The econo ipport sources of elder samples Table 3 Satisfaction degree of elder samples on economic support
BAFLANELREAN TS THEBA AFIMNF TN TFSIMFTHEA
SRR Elders with egre: Elders without egress Elders with egress Elders without egress
Fconomic support rmg offspring labormg offspring laboring offspring laboring offspring

sources

L/ W/ % Deg"’e AEC B/ N W)/

Number on Number rtion Number Proportion Number  Proportion
7.7 68.1 AR 2 Very satisfied 61 15.1 14 8.9
W% J&. Basic satisfied 259 62.1 71 60.3
30.6 N t satisfied 84 2.8 48 30.8
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Table 2 Economic suppo of elder samples
ATFLAMEF LR TS FTEZA
BB Elders ‘without egress lders with egress
Economic support laboring offspring 1 offspring R B E}(Jﬁi&yg .
form NE wBl /% NI Fragl 2 TeF )
Number  Proportion  Number  Proportion B 1: 5BAFLIMFTREAML, A FLIMSF

) Physical goods 79 19.6 52 3.3 I NBRINETHRZ, IF Ll T T XA
Sy s 273 67.6 95 60.9 SR
Physical goods and cash
B4 Cash 32 7.9 0
HAth Others 20 4.9 9 5.8
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Table 4 The explanation on variables and prediction on influence direction

A5 EHSHY] Variable types A5 E 4 Variables A5 B Explanation on variables 0 75 1] Influence direction
Wi FEA5 & Interpreted variable Syt
KRR B Key interpretation variable Mg T EANEFLHEEFT =1, TFwMEEF T =0 +
A NBEAS & Individual character variable — $:5| B =1, =0 -

i AR +

IR BAGERE =3, ik =2, Bk =1 -

HEFERIR EH R =1,2HC =2,%F& =3 +
HBEHFEAE B Family character variable R BARMEE =1, 58 A8/ =0 +

He v M +

EEENTABA ~ BAECABA =1, ZEATAAMA =0
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Table 5 The statistic characters of main variables

A5 &4 Variables FEZS Sample SEHHME Average PrvEZ Standard error  £/ME Minimum £ X{E Maximum
Z574E3% Economic support 560 993. 66 951.79 0 8 000
445 T Egress laboring 560 0.72 0.45 0 1
MBI Gender 560 0.56 0.50 0 1
560 69.36 5.83 60 85
560 2.14 0.61 1 3
560 0.77 0.42 0 1
560 1.59 1.01 0 3
560 2.69 0.51 1 3
income 560 0.38 0.48 0 1
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Table 6 The eff egress laboring of offspring on economic support R L, XT:.F% M I AR, BRIZ A REE RN

of remained elde B4
T ﬁfﬁ‘ﬁ\ PR t8 FAMEEAK. A, %A%@ZHE\ LAt
Vatiahles Estimated value ~Standard error ¢ value %%%%E 1 E[?Xﬂ‘ﬁ%%%‘}ﬁﬁ%% /R

FHOR Constant term 1065.1730 5274510  2.021 027  heean i - -
Shi1% T (X, ) Egress < 64215 ENSFL k“k‘k‘k,?itfﬁﬁifﬁ/\%%:?ﬁﬁiﬁﬁb 2

3 (X, ) Gender
R (X;) Age
fERERIL (X, ) Health condition
FEME (X, ) Whether live alone
HAF LX)

Other offspring numbers
PR (X, ) Support sources 371.1955°  92.36845
BEENABA(X;) -854.790 6°  104.514 20
Whether have individual income

B+ FMETREE 0.05 BEHA T T BE,
Note: * stand for estimated coefficients are significant at 0.05 levels.

MBARALBIZEIRE , AR R R, WO A ™
HGETHREATTBEG 2T, OREIZEMEFRE

55.031 12
5.798 70

r. R Rk R | NIETESRIEN A TSNS T A Z R
—0.794 542, 5 HERIILA R BB S E"Fﬁ;@ﬁﬁi?ﬁ pw BEUER. ST HEER A NABRARRNEN, LB

) AR AR Ek T XRTIMIE T, MFRNEFHRIFT R, WXt T
Y =0.05, 25548 DL =1.57,DU = 1.78, A4 DH.=1.78 BA N AN 2R 2 N, T a5 fitsr
<d=1.900 577 < (4-DU) =2.22, E’%,ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ 1 Bh E“dﬁﬁ'fgfﬁ:yﬂigo ?ﬁXT%A%&ﬁ#%—%%A&%J ﬁiﬁ@

SHIME., @RFEMKE, it KA RE—SK(C- ‘?Kjto MFLBEHENGINETHFRERE,

(3] st EPIEZ?H%@WJ%A'—?i BRI T]. RERSRIS,1999

(2):16 -33.
[4] TR FE R TE” 585 AR ] o519
[5] Z=h. PEWMERER TRINCHR R[] 2505,
76.

(4) 75 -82.
1(4) 64 -

(F3:4% 12803 R)



37 %26 B F AT MIGIS #= PRA 943 AR 4 X 33 12803
(3) 2 5HEMHRIBRAEE A EIM OATTHERZY

4 FERAFIEIURE (2008)
Fig.4 Community status of Nangi village(2008)
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Fig.5 Community planning of Nangi village (2008 —2020)
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