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1 11~ 14 Logistic
A i)
KA AR AR KA IRk IR
(Rt = x40 40)
¥ FILE 1.52% 0.14 - -
5L F8 F - - 0. 85 0.13
5% %4 F - - 1. 94 * 0.22
X &G F - - - -
AAILE 0.62 % 0.05 - -
5L FiRH - - 0. 87 0. 54
S5 FRH - - 1. 33 0. 72
58 ERH - - 0.58 * 0. 05
X B R - - - -
F ¥ 0.48 * 0.01 0. 48 * 0. 01
* 0.68 * 0.02 0. 68 * 0. 02
Wk LA (AT So= AR )
| b4k 0.73* 0.04 0.74 * 0. 04
= bk 0.57 * 0.03 0.57 * 0. 03
% Ak 0.47 * 0.03 0. 47 * 0. 03
LB HEF (D= e
LH 0.42 * 0.03 0.43 * 0. 03
A1 & 1.93 % 0.07 1.95 * 0. 07
&P 2.38 % 0.15 2,40 * 0. 15
ARG AR (EE T A= X 1)
RE, 0.63 * 0.04 0. 63 * 0. 04
TR 5 AR 1.49 * 0.18 152 * 0.18
F 3 1.27 0.19 1. 30 0.20
KRBT He Az 1.16* 0.05 1. 16 * 0. 05
H X BARIEHT RE (SR 4%), 5RIBEGILELE, AR ILENEFBHEL EhE
HAE 72838 72838
LR chi2 4920.97 4941.58
- 2LL - 15687.35 - 15677.05
Pseudo R2 0.14 0.13

HAARIR: 2000 FAD EF 0.95% 4
EAF p< 0.01 K< 0.001
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A Comparative Analysis of Educational Opportunities for Migrant, Stay and Other Children in Rural China

Abstract: Large — scale labor migration in the past two decades in China has reshaped the household structure of mi
grants, generating numerous "stay children" and migrating children with or without parent(s). Stay children and some
migrant children live in nontraditional households without parent( s) s immediate, which would have profound implica
tions for their education. Drawing on the 2000 Census data, this paper explores the patterns and characteristics of
school attendance, and compares the educational opportunities of stay, migrant, and other children (living with par
ents) ages 11- 14 in the countryside. Analytical results suggest that stay children are more likely to enroll in school
than other types of children, but such effect varies by whom the children stay or migrate with: those staying with moth-
ers are most advantaged, while those migrating alone or with parents mostly disadvantaged. It is thus urgent to promote

the educational wellbeing of children in father— child families and of migrating children.
Keywords: M igrant children; Stay children; Educational opportunity; Probability of attending school
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