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Mobility and Income of Rural Labor Force in Underdevel oped Areas of China:
Analysis Based on Gender Perspective

Huan Hongyan' ,Niu Lei®
(1. School of Economics and Business, Fuyang Teachers College ,Fuyang Anhiu 236041 ,China;
2. Fuyang Statistics Bureau ,Fuyang Anhui 236032 ,China)

Abstract : Based on the survey data about migrant workersfrom Fuyang ,Anhui in 2006 ,thispaper uses the Logistic regresson model to analyze
the factorsinfluencing the income level of migrant workers from underdeveloped rura areas from the perspective of gender. The results show
that the incomes of migrant workersfrom underdeveloped rura areas vary with different gender ,and the male are easier to acquire higher in-
comes;the age is an important factor influencing the income level of the male,but it has not sgnificant effect on that of the female;the gender
factor impacts the industry choice of migrant workersfrom underdeveloped rura areas.
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