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N
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2011
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32%%Y

59 o
1412
88.20%
mig on—
on—farm
off—farm



age 37.885 11.387

age2 1564.894 857.667
married 1 0 0.766 0.424
school year 7.872 2.781
amily size . .
Samily st 4.389 1.224
Samily labor force 3.196 1.004
pre—school children 0.257 0.484
old person 60 0.447 0.677
landing 2.059 4.703
edyear 6.944 0.098
scollege 0.005 0.003
soff—farm 0.053 0.018
®

Rauch (1993)
o Acemoglu (2000)

[15- 16]

o (1997) Moretti (2004)

[14] [17]
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2 logit
) @ ©) @ ®) ©)

age 0.452™ 0.447™ 0.444™ 0.602" 0.620™ 0.621™
age2 -0.008™ -0.008™ -0.008™ -0.011™ -0.011™ -0.011™
married -1.180™ -7 -1.130™ -1.253™ -1.242™ -1.262™
school year 0.124™ 0.164™ 0.166™ 0.126™ 0.147™ 0.146™
Sfamily size -0.262 -0.227 -0.227 -0.406" -0.380 -0.386
Jamily labor force 0.341™ 0.387" 0.387" 0.721™ 0.739™ 0.738"™
pre—school children 0.198 0.275 0.265 0.096 0.133 0.130
old person 0.16 0.238 0.229 0.566 0.562 0.561"
landing -0.423™ -0.233™ -0.268"™ -0.459™ -0.314" -0.349™
edyear -7.092" -3.733"

scollege -202.484™ -91.229"
soff—farm -16.130™ 16.556" -0.350 -21.448™ -5.908 - 16.068™
R’ 0.239 0.256 0.258 0.316 0.321 0.320
sample size 1558 1558 1558 1412 1412 1412

1% 5% 10% o
10%
28
1% 5% 5%

20



3 logit
) @ €)
mig off-mig mig off—farm mig off—farm
age 0.454™ 0.059 0.449™ 0.064 0.447™ 0.065
0.0217) (0.001) 0.021) (0.002) (0.020) (0.002)
age’2 -0.008™ -0.002 -0.008™ -0.002 -0.008™ -0.002
(- 0.000) (- 0.000) (- 0.000) (- 0.000) (- 0.000) (- 0.000)
married -1.154™ 0.344 -1.094™ 0.332 -1.106™ 0.335
(-0.072) 0.017) (- 0.065) 0.016) (- 0.065) 0.016)
school year 0.141™ 0.154™ 0.180™ 0.144™ 0.182™ 0.145™
(0.006) (0.0006) (0.008) (0.006) (0.008) (0.006)
Jamily size -0.260 0.059 -0.226 0.055 -0.226 0.054
(-0.013) (0.003) (-0.011) (0.003) (-0.010) (0.003)
Sfamily labor force 0.350" 0.052 0.395" 0.036 0.395™ 0.039
0.017) (0.001) 0.018) 0.001) 0.018) 0.001)
pre—=school children 0.199 -0.040 0.277 -0.046 0.267 -0.045
0.010) (-0.002) 0.013) (-0.003) 0.012) (-0.002)
old person 0.183 0.133 0.251 0.121 0.242 0.124
(0.009) (0.005) 0.011) (0.005) 0.011) (0.005)
landing -0.419™ 0.023" -0.231™ 0.024 -0.266™ 0.023"
(- 0.020) (0.002) (-0.011) 0.001) (-0.012) (0.002)
edyear -6.824™ 3.763
(- 0.325) 0.172)
scollege -195. 83.164
977 (3.922)
soff—-farm -12.892" 27.163™ 18.653™ 10.896 (-9.104) 21.299™
(- 0.683) (1.199) (0.843) 0.415) 2.469 0.894
R’ 0.195 0.208 (0.068) 0.209
sample size 1558 1558 1558
o 1% " 5% . 10% °

(=) AN FAKTF 55 ERIIE R L5 5)
BN #a: % U logit B A

o

logit

logit

logit
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4 logit
()] @ €)
mig off-mig mig off~farm mig off~farm
age 0.604™ 0.0726 0.618™ 0.056 0.619™ 0.058
(0.008) (0.001) (0.008) 0.001) (0.008) (0.001)
age2 -0.011™ -0.001 -0.011™ -0.001 -0.011™ -0.001
(- 0.000) (- 0.000) (-0.000) (- 0.000) (- 0.000) (- 0.000)
married -1.347™ -1.120 -1.334™ -1.154" -1.352™ -1.132"
(-0.018) (-0.014) (-0.017) (-0.014) (-0.017) (-0.014)
school year 0.157™ 0.316™ 0.176™ 0.285™ 0.175™ 0.289™
(0.002) (0.004) (0.002) (0.003) (0.002) (0.004)
Sfamily size -0.424° -0.270 -0.398" -0.283 -0.403" -0.276
(- 0.006) (- 0.003) (- 0.005) (-0.003) (- 0.005) (-0.003)
Sfamily labor force 0.719™ 0.037 0.733™ 0.010 0.733"™ 0.011
(0.010) (0.000) 0.010) (0.000) (0.010) (0.000)
pre—school children 0.106 0.260 0.139 0.198 0.135 0.209
(0.001) (0.003) (0.002) (0.002) (0.002) (0.003)
old person 0.589™ 0.332 0.582" 0.311 0.581™ 0.314
(0.008) (0.004) (0.008) (0.004) (0.008) (0.004)
landing -0.474™ -0.255 -0.345™ -0.445™ -0.375™ -0.398"
(- 0.006) (-0.003) (- 0.004) (- 0.005) (0.005) (-0.005)
edyear -3.132 7717
(-0.042) (0.094)
scollege -78.015 173.001"
(- 1.043) (2.146)
soff—farm -19.254™ 16.063 -6.437 - 17.455 - 14.853° 4.2175
(- 0.260) 0.210) (- 0.081) -0.210) (- .194) (0.054)
R’ 0.286 0.293 0.291
sample size 1412 1412 1412
o 1% " 5% ’ 10% °
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Human Capital and Labor Migration of Minority Areas:Evidence from Yunnan

Province

DING Yi, LIU Weijiang
( Center for Quantitative Economics of Jilin University,Changchun Jilin, 130012)

Abstract: This paper examines the determinants of rural- urban migration in minority areas of Yunnan Province

through binary Logit model and multivariate Logit model. Paying special attention to the role of human capital level in

employment choice, We find that except the variable of old person, influence direction of individual and family factors on the

male and female labor migration are same . Meanwhile the improvement of human capital level of minority area inhibits the

migration and promotes non- agricultural employment. Therefore the pertinent policy which can improve the country human

capital level of minority areas could effectively adjust rural-urban migration reasonablely promote the regional

non- agricultural economic and cope with stress of employment in urbanization process.

Key words: Minority areas;labor flow;human capital; model
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