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Tab.1 The outcome of allocation sample
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Fig.1 The Spasial distribution of the Surveyed villages
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Fig.2 The orientation of migration employment affected by variables
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Tab.3 The migration employment scale affected

by the economic factors
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Tab.4 Migration employment statement styles

divided by the family pure income
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Tab.5 The scale of migration employment affected by
environment variables
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Analysis of Migration Employment Scale and Its Impacting Factors
in Less Developed Rural Area

YAO Jing', LI Xiaojian®
(1. Henan University, Key Research Institute of Yellow River Civilization and Sustainable Development, Kaifeng 475001, China;
2.Department of Resource and Environmental Science, Henan University of Finance and Economics, Zhengzhou 450002, China)

Abstract: This paper analyzed a large number of investigation files, which come from the rural
area of ten villages, Henan province. Result of this analysis indicated that the number and scale of
rural households’ migration employment is a synthetical outcome, which is affected by economic
factors, family factors and environment factors. The Optimal Multiple Regression Model shows that
several factors have a heavy influence on the migration employment of rural households in Henan
province. First, there is a positive impact between the scale of migration employment and the
benefit of migration employment, the cost of migration employment, the population statement of
rural households, the expense of rural households, and so on. In addition, people who have junior
high school degree will bring a forward- looking effect on the scale of migration employment, while
senior high school degree or upwards will produce a negative effect on the scale of migration
employment. Third, as far as the environment factors are concerned, we can get the conclusion
that the development level of economy has a positive impact on the migration employment.
Terrain, reachability and the land use style have a negative impact on the migration employment.
Key words migration employment scale; impact factors; less developed rural area



