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The Empirical Analysis on the Employment Stability and
Its Influencing Factors of the New Generation Migrant Workers

CHEN Zhao—iu Al Yong-bo DENG Ying ZHU Hong-gen

( College of Economics and Trade Jiangxi Agricultural University Nanchang 330045 China)

Abstract: The new generation migrant workers have become the main part of migrant workers in China
whose employment stability deserves special attention. This paper based on data from a survey of their em—
ployment analyzes factors influencing their employment stability by adopting the Logit model. The analysis
shows that there exists a big difference in terms of the employment characteristics between the new generation
migrant workers and the traditional migrant workers. Most of the new generation suffer from poor employment
stability. Their employment stability is affected by factors including age capabilities to grasp career opportuni—
ties wages and working environment. Among them age wages working environment are positively related
while career opportunities recognition is negatively correlated.
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X, -0.211 0.291 0.524 1 0. 469 0. 810
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X, 0.213 0. 158 1. 809 1 0.179 1. 237
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