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Pendulum Migration or Permanent Return:A Study of the Differences in Women’s Employment
Migration and Its Determinants

YU Chi,SHI Zhi-Yong
Population and Regional Research Center, Zhongnan University of Economics and Law, Wuhan 430073

Abstract : Based on 2883 rural women samples from Hubei provinces, this paper first analyzes the demographic differences
of the rural women with pendulum employment and those who return hometown permanently and further studies by the
method of Logistic analysis the determinants affecting the women’s decision in migration or hometown return, such as human
capital, social capital and family endowment. It finds out that the pendulum migration is mainly affected by human capital
of the women themselves; while the permanent return to hometown is affected by three variables. Generally speaking, age,
education years, migration duration, living conditions in target migration areas, and family total income all play very
important roles in the choice of these two movement of rural women. Among these determinants age has positive effect on
pendulum migration while a negative effect on permanent return; and the education years is negative to pendulum movement
and positive to the home town movement.
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