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Old-age Pension of Long-term Migrants:

Analysis Based on Duration of Stay at Place of Destination
Wei Zhixin

Abstract; Issues related to social security of migrants have long been concerns of various agen—
cies. Employing the survey data collected by NPFPC on migrants in 106 cities nationwide in 2010 and
focusing on those who have lived at the place of destination for over ten years this paper analyzes
their residence intentions and pension circumstances while making reference to other demographic
and socioeconomic characteristics.
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Figure 1  Analytical Framework of Residence Intentions

and Pension Circumstances
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Table 1 Age Structure by Duration at Place of Destination of Migrants ( %)

0~5 6~9 10
16 ~19 8.2 1.3 1.3 5.7
20 ~24 24.6 9.2 2.1 18.1
25 ~29 21.8 20.3 8.3 19.5
30 ~34 15.3 22.9 20.8 17.7
35 ~39 13.1 21.1 28.5 17.0
40 ~44 9.7 15.1 22.9 12.8
45 ~49 4.9 2 11.2 6.3
50 ~59 2.4 .0 5.0 2.9
30.57 34.65 38.08 32.53
28.83 34.08 38.00 31.83
. 5
(53.2%) 6~9 10

(54.2%) o . 10
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Table 2 Sex and Boundary Crossing of Migration by Duration at Place of Destination of Migrants ( % )

0-~5 6~9 10
46.8 49.5 54.2 48.5
53.2 50.5 45.8 51.5
72.7 72.7 67.6 71.9
22.0 2.8 27.3 22.9
5.3 4.5 5.1 5.2
(2)
10 2.87 6~9 5
2.69 2.12 5 1~2
6~9 2~3 10
3 ( 3) .
3 (%)

Table 3 Number of Family Members Living Together by Duration at Place of Destination of Migrants (% )

0~5 6~9 10
1 37.6 14.5 10.7 30.3
2 26.9 29.4 26.6 27.2
3 23.6 33.6 34.6 26.7
4 11.9 22.5 28.1 15.8
2.12 2.69 2.87 2.31
. 5-~9 5 (
4) .
(3)
10 . . .
( 5) -
5 10 3266.9 6~9 3090.
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4 (%)
Table 4  Living Arrangements of Migrants by Duration at Place of Destination( % )

0~5 6~9 10
80.7 89.6 89.7 84.5
/
0 49.7 38.0 33.9 43.8
1 36.9 41.6 41.0 38.8
2 12.2 18.0 21.6 15.4
3 1.3 1.3 3.6 2.0
0.65 0.85 0.95 0.76
/ 48.6 60.9 64.5 54.7
/ /
N o 10
; 10 83.9%
6~9 5 77.9%  67.9% -
5 (%)

Table 5 Industries and Average Monthly Income of Migrants by Duration at Place of Destination ( % )

0~5 5~10 10
42.9  2241.5 35.6 2561.2 27.3 2784.3 39.6 2337.9
15.7 3432.1 20.4 3854.3 26.2 4051.1 17.9 3633.9
10.8  2631.0 8.2 3094.2 7.8 3040.5 10.0 2733.2
8.4 2431.7 9.3 2520.5 10.2  2898.8 8.4 2511.4
5.5 3059.3 6.5 3527.3 6.8  3415.8 5.8  3195.9
2630.1 3090.5 3266.9 2789.7

10 ( 6) o

10 80.1%

10
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6 (%)
Table 6 Types of Work Units of Migrants by Duration at Place of Destination (% )

0~5 6~9 10
42.4 39.4 32.9 40.4
30.5 36.2 42.8 33.5
8.0 4.7 3.6 6.7
4.0 3.1 2.7 3.6
3.0 2.9 2.9 2.9
2.2 2.1 2.2 2.2
1.4 2.1 2.1 1.6
5.2
(1)
2 [
”» 113
113 ”

2
Figure 2 Migrants’ Perspectives on Residential City by Duration at Place of Destination
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Table 3 Housing Conditions of Migrants by Duration at Place of Destination
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Figure 4 Migrants’ Expectations for Government Housing Support by Duration

at Place of Destination
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Table 7 Social Insurance of Migrants by Duration at Place of Destination ( % )
0~5 6~9 10
27.1 30.4 28.3 27.8
35.6 36.2 34.7 35.6
32.5 29.8 26.7 31.3
12.2 13.5 11.5 12.3
8.1 9.1 6.4 8.0
3.9 5.0 4.4 4.1
25 ~29 “ ” ( 8) o
25 ~29 35.3% 50 ~59 15.7% - 30 ~34 “
” o 16 ~19 o
(2) . (43 ”»

113 ”»
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8 (%)
Table 8 Social Insurance of Migrants by Different Characteristics (% )
16 ~19 1.3 35.4 5.4 0.4 0.4 2.7
20 ~24 21.7 36.4 20.9 9.8 3.8 3.5
25 ~29 35.3 38.7 32.6 18.9 12.3 6.7
30 ~34 33.5 39.1 30.8 16.1 9.7 7.0
35 ~39 29.6 35.3 28.3 11.4 6.0 4.3
40 ~44 26.1 31.9 24.2 8.6 4.5 3.3
45 ~49 24.2 32.8 23.8 4 3.7 2.1
50 ~59 15.7 22.6 16.2 .1 2.4 1.5
29.4 35.5 29.2 12.3 - 4.8
26.8 33.8 23.8 10.7 - 3.9
25.0 31.7 24.6 9.5 5.3 3.3
48.3 53.3 39.9 24.0 13.2 11.3
27.8 34.6 29.6 11.4 5.6 4.5
31.0 36.8 22.4 12.5 8.3 4.1
19.9 25.3 11.6 8.9 6.7 4.2
71.0 81.0 68.0 51.7 23.3 32.6
70.2 75.2 76.5 43.7 24.2 27.3
57.1 67.5 54.7 23.2 10.1 13.0
14.0 20.0 10.1 3.4 1.7 0.5
39.7 45.3 44.5 15.7 8.6 3.9
79.2 81.9 80.3 49.9 27.6 22.8
81.3 88.3 76.5 38.1 24.8 23.2
44.8 49.3 53.2 19.5 11.2 6.9
16.6 26.9 22.8 6.8 4.3 2.5
17.5 23.0 10.6 5.4 2.6 1.2
23.5 30.0 22.2 10.2 5.4 1.2
27.3 34.3 23.0 11.7 5.4 3.6
(3)
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