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Female Labor Force in Yanbian Koreans Area:Migration or Home-remaining
LIU Wei-jiang, DING Yi
(Center for Quantitative Economics of Jilin University, Changchun Jilin 130012, China)

Abstract: Using the population outflow data surveyed by the National Population and Family Planning Commission in 2011,

this study examines migration and home—-remaining of female labor force in Yanbian Koreans. The results show that pre—school

child,spouse and labor market were significant factors for migration ; Short—term migration plan of no-migrant female will be

effected by some factors like whether there is a labor outflow in the family,but the long—term plan can only effected by labor

force allocation ; Relative to the no—migrant female ,the family burden of left-behind women mainly comes from the offspring.
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