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Marital Stability in the Process of Temporary Migration

Ma Zhongdong  Shi Zhilei

Abstract: In this study we construct a multidimensional framework for analyzing marital stability
among floating population generate hypotheses and test them based on a large sample survey of
157535 migrants’ households in 106 cities in China. The prevalent divorce rates among floating popula-
tion are of clear patterns by age education and urban /rural type with higher rates for older more ed-
ucated and urban-egistered residents. By province the divorce rate of flow-in migrants is similar to
that of flow-out migrants reflecting regionalized cultural effects on marriage. The risk of divorce is en—
hanced in the migration process during which the quality of marriage declines contacts for the substitu—
tion increase and search costs for marriage reduce. Regression results show that the odds of being di-
vorced are greater for solely moved husbands ( than wives) and those who migrated for a longer peri—
od and over a shorter distance.
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Figure 1  The Impact of Migration on Marital Instability
1.
3. o
3.2
2014
16 ~59 ()
. . PPS . 31 () .106
2456 4912 <157535 o 2
143 ”» 100 R

106 N N

45.2% 27.4% 27.4% -



75

Zeng Y.  Wang D. (2000)

Logit
Divorce, =ay + o, M; + o, W, + a3 X; + &,
Divorce, 1 Divorce; =1 Divorce; =0
o M, 1 N
3 o
1 0;
1 0.
1 0.
2 1 0. W, X,
W, N o
\ , X,
N N N 1.

1

Table 1 Variables and Statistical Description

| 0. 1.1% 0.10
] 0. 56.5% 0.50
) 0 65.9% 0.47
1
0. 35.5% 0.48
11.84% 6.68
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1 0; 29.5% 0.46
9.88 6.79
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0.67% 0.47
9.89 2.71
1 0 86. 0% 0.35
1 0; 47.1% 0.50
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1 0. 5.5% 0.23
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Table 2 Risk of Divorce (%) of Migrants by the Origin and Destination Province
(%) (%) (%) (%)
1.20 1.98 1.21 0.42
5.84 1.58 1.25 1.44
2.00 2.12 1.73 1.10
1.23 1.10 1.09 0.90
1.52 0.90 1.61 1.55
4.88 4.76 1.27 0.53
4.87 4.33 2.25 2.88
4.60 4.77 1.62 1.09
1.32 2.41 1.79 2.11
1.58 1.19 1.21 1.24
1.85 1.86 4.53 6.40
4.26 5.22 3.92 2.93
2.99 4.24 2.35 2.24
2.38 2.09 6.05 4.20
10. 80 9.01 2.03 2.00
1.90 1.85 2.38 2.38
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Table 3 Logistic Regression of the Divorce Status on Type of Migration and Other Main Factors ( Male)
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Table 4 Logistic Regression of the Divorce Status on Duration and Distance of Migration
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Table 5 Local Social Acceptance of Migrants by Distance of Migration
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