41 1 2017 1
Vol.41 No.1 January 2017 84 Population Research

2015

[ ] 2015
; 36.8%;
90%
75.1%
( ’ ’ 1 H 1
[ ] N
1130012

The Income Difference between Rural and Urban Hoating Migrants:
The Quantile Regression Based on Data of 2015 Dynamic
Monitoring of Foating Population

Yu Xiao  Sun Yue

Abstract: Based on the dynamic monitoring data of floating population in 2015  this study adopts
the quantile regression and quantile decomposition analysis fo explore the wage difference between the
rural and urban floating population. There is a significant income gap between the groups of the float-
ing population. In addition fo the characteristic differences discrimination resulting from the household
registration system stands at as high as 36.8% of the total impact on wage income difference. Mean-
while the coefficients affecting the income at different quantiles significantly differ between the rural and
urban floating population. In the counterfactual state increase of the income quantile ( income level)
leads to widening of the income gap of the two groups and the impact of the discrimination deepens
which is as high as 75.1% in 90% quantile. Apparently reforming the household registration system
will help narrow the income gap within the floating population. Furthermore a range of supporting poli—
cies are needed to reduce the discrimination and to promote urban-rural integration.
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Wage Income Quantile Decomposition
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Table 1

Variable Definition and Descriptive Statistics

8.15 8.12 8.30 )0.27
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« )
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I ) 0.1
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35.01 34.97 35.18
=0 =1 0.42 0.42 0.40  0.24/0.32
0~1 ) 0.22
2~5 =1 =0 0.39 0.39 0.41 0.22
6~9 =1 =0 0.16 0.17 0.18 0.36
10 =1 =0 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.41
( ) 0.12
=1 =0 0.46 0.46 0.46 0.45
=1 =0 0.17 0.18 0.14 0.1
=1 =0 0.31 0.31 0.31 0.13
=1 =0 0.51 0.52 0.47  0.45/0.11
1 o 0.02 0.01 0.08 0.04
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‘( ‘) 0.22
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Table 2 The Factor Decomposition of Income Difference Between Rural and Urban Floating Population

(%) (%)

0.000 -0.01 ~0.059 32.16

0.002 -0.82 ~0.010 5.64

~0.109 59.46 -0.002 0.98

0.006 -3.47 0.018 ~9.96

0.009 —4.84 -0.042 22.85

~0.007 12.81 0.000 ~0.19

-0.009 4.71 -0.017 8.89

0.019 -10.41 ~0.006 3.13

( ) 0.00 0.00 0.145 32.16

-0.116 63.28 -0.213 36.78

0.1831.

4.3( / 3.2(
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Table 3 Quantile Regression Results of the Income of Rural and Urban Floating Population

ql0 q25 q50 q75 q90
-0.00270 -0.00224 -0.00172** —0.000744 ™ 0. 000196
( -5.13) ( -5.36) ( -6.32) ( -2.60) ( -0.48)
~0.000930 - 0. 000946 0. 000304 0.00233 ™ 0.00158
( -0.94) (-1.32) -0.36 -2.88 -1.22
-0.232" -0.236™ -0.226™* -0.225™ -0.226™
() ( -59.46) ( -61.93) ( -93.55) ( -82.87) ( -44.53)
-0.183™ -0.203 ™ -0.196™ -0.197™ -0.213 "
( -16.14) ( -26.19) ( -32.77) ( —24.65) ( -19.03)
0.0899 ** 0.0809 ** 0.0743™* 0.0828 0.107**
(32.69) (31.34) (44.41) (41.45) (28.67)
0.108 ™ 0.121* 0.131™* 0.165™* 0.178**
(22.44) ( -36.72) (42.92) (32.15) (30.42)
0.137 ™ 0.128 0.132™* 0.153™* 0.178**
( )y (-34.2) (-35.7) ( -46.18) ( -48.66) ( -30.62)
0.0914™* 0.0979 ** 0.134™* 0.141™* 0.169**
-7.49 -12.52 -15.83 -12.52 -9.37
0.0639 ** 0.0704** 0.0774™* 0. 0829 ** 0.102**
( -13.38) ( -28.85) ( —27.48) ( -27.64) ( -22.6)
( ) 0.0985 ™ 0.125* 0.150™* 0.184™* 0.221™
-9.46 -17.09 -21.44 -22.6 -16.36
( )
0.132* 0.147 0.131* 0.145™ 0.191**
( -7.31) ( -11.87) ( -12.26) ( -10.64) ( -8.6)
0.153 ™ 0.149™* 0.115™ 0.0932** 0.0856 ™
-8.54 -8.24 -7.72 -4.53 -2.42
0.130™ 0.130™ 0.120™ 0.119™ 0.110™
( -13.52) ( -13.52) ( -12.9) ( -15.48) ( -9.85)
0.158* 0.154™ 0.145™* 0.144™* 0.122**
-9.18 -12.92 -10.53 -8.67 -5.42
0. 0659 ** 0. 0659 ** 0.0504 ™ 0.0189™* -0.0130™
( -18.04) ( -18.04) ( -9.17) ( -3.64) ( -2.13)
0.0630™* 0.0670™* 0.0432 ™ -0.0183 ~0.0595™*

—4.04 -5.01 -3.37 ( -1.30) ( -2.64)
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-0.121™ -0.121™ -0.118™ -0.121™ -0.119™
( -12.32) ( -12.32) ( -15.04) ( -15.19) (-7.92)
—0.0745™ -0.0364" -0.0130 -0.00115 -0.0102
( -3.02) ( -1.94) ( -0.55) ( -0.04) ( -0.28)
( )
—-0.0824™ -0.131™ -0.124™ -0.118™ —0.149™
( -6.12) ( -11.71) (-11.12) ( -9.51) ( -8.95)
-0.0234 —-0.0760™* -0.113™ -0.146™ -0.140™
( -1.03) ( -4.22) ( -6.81) ( -5.72) ( -4.24)
0.0610™ 0.0461 ™ 0.0471 % 0.0471 ™ 0.0513™*
( -4.24) ( -5.03) ( -5.75) ( -5.31) ( -3.72)
0.0303 0.0324™ 0.0443 0.0470™ 0.0625™
-1.55 -2.1 -3.1 -2.57 -2.19
0.119™* 0.0836™ 0. 0609 ** 0.0373 ™ 0.0248 ™
( -14.73) ( -17.41) ( -10.61) ( -5.81) ( -2.67)
0.173™* 0.141™ 0.155™ 0.178 ™ 0.2427
-7.18 -7.1 -9.09 -8.86 -5.79
0.0794 0.0602 ™ 0.0594 0.0572** 0.0623
( -22.96) ( -14.14) ( -21.4) (-17.97) ( -9.14)
0.0895 0.0788 0.0841 0.0903 ™ 0. 139
-5.99 -7.53 -8.91 -7.62 -6.67
( )
0.278 ™ 0.373™* 0.498 0. 660 0.861 ™
( -36.44) ( -41.01) ( -64.74) ( -80.79) ( -60.98)
0.311™ 0.439™* 0.544 ™ 0.706 ™ 0.881 ™
-12.31 -27.14 -33.03 -28.79 -27.96
0.0483 ™ 0.117™* 0.194™ 0.277™ 0.386™
( -9.54) ( -23.54) ( -39.07) ( -55.4) ( -55.87)
0.0762 ™ 0.133™* 0.189 ™ 0.260 0.363™
-4.82 -11.58 -19.12 -20.7 -19.36
7.700 7.886™ 8.074 ™ 8.267 7 8. 4527
) ( -460.2) ( -725.81) ( -624.97) ( -638.84) ( -739.2)
7.555% 7.7827° 7.943 8. 100 8.272%
-179.31 -271.01 -285.14 -237.29 -164.64
- 0.0527 0.0790 0.0745 0.0892 0.0985
0.0661 0.0896 0.1152 0.1350 0. 1405
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Table 4  Quantile Decomposition Results of the Income of Rural and Urban Floating Population

0.1 0.1129 0.078394 69.48% 0.034456 30.52%
0.25 0.1140 0.069874 61.31% 0.044086 38.69%
0.5 0. 1485 0.068178 45.92% 0. 080309 54.08%
0.75 0.2153 0.070457 32.71% 0.144918 67.29%
0.9 0.2996 0. 074491 24.86% 0.225158 75.14%
5
10% 0.1129  90%
0.2996.
45.92% .54.08% .
10% 69.48% 90%
24.86% 30.52% 75.14% .
(1)
. . (2013)
1/4;
30% o
(2) 2015 31
( ) 20
o (
. 2015) )
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