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the least. Figures of all the seven regions showed a leap after 2000 with the largest increase in
northeast China and the smallest increase in southwest China. (2) The ecological carrying capacity of
agricultural carbon emissions in northeast China ranks the first in China,up to 1.680. The economic
contribution coefficient of agricultural carbon emissions in south China is the highest,at 1.241. The
evolution tracks in these regions are mainly presented in such forms as fluctuated rise, fluctuated de-
cline, first rise and then decline, and slight decline. According to the numerical difference between
the ecological carrying capacity of agricultural carbon emissions and the economic contribution ca-
pacity,the seven regions can be divided into four types, namely high-high, high-low, low-high and
low-low. (3)Economic factors,efficiency factors and labor force factors have played a more signifi-
cant role in influencing the change of agricultural net carbon sink. Economic factors are driving fac
tors, while efficiency factors and labor force factors are inhibiting factors. The structural factors are
double-sided and less influential.

Key words agricultural carbon sinks; agricultural carbon emissions; agricultural carbon effect;

LMDI model; driving mechanism

An Empirical Study of the Influence of Social Capital on the Health of Urban and Rural Elderly
—DBased on CGSS Mixed Section Data

FANG Hao

Abstract Using the mixed-sectional data of China Comprehensive Social Survey (CGSS) in 2013
and 2015, this paper constructed a dual logistic regression model and OLS regression model to com~
prehensively examine the influence of social capital on the health of urban and rural elderly from the
two dimensions of physical health and mental health and test the two theories of social integration
theory and network relationship theory. The result shows that individual and collective social capital
have a significant positive effect on the physical and mental health of the elderly,so do the socioeco-
nomic status,income and education. Gender and age will affect the physical health of the elderly,
while marriage will affect their mental health. The impact of family size is not remarkable. Howev-
er,when considering the urban-rural structural differences, the impact of individual social capital on
the physical and mental health of urban elderly is not significant, while family size has a significant
positive effect on the mental health of rural elderly. Therefore,it is necessary to promote the social
communication of urban elderly,improve the socioeconomic status of the elderly and encourage rural
children to go home often to visit their parents so as to create a healthy-aging society.

Key words social capital; fitness of the elderly; urban-rural dual structure; socioeconomic status

Public Housing and the New Generation Migrant Workers’ Willingness to Stay in Cities
——Evidence from the China Migrants Dynamic Survey

ZHU Zhongkun

Abstract Housing is the important place for migrant workers to enter and integrate into the city

and public housing is one of the essential measures to improve migrant workers’ living condition.
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We systematically investigate the impact of public housing on the new generation of migrant work-
ers’ willingness to stay in cities using the China Migrants Dynamic Survey in 2012. The results
show that: (1) The proportion of the new generation of migrant workers living in public housing is
less than 2% .indicating that the construction of the public housing for migrant workers still has a
long way to go. (2)Compared with renting, public housing has a significant positive impact on the
new generation’s willingness to stay in the city,and the conclusion remains consistent after adding
other explanatory variables. Besides,we employ the propensity score matching to construct a count-
er-factual framework to correct the potential selective bias in the model that might confound our
causal estimates. (3) There are differences in the impact of public housing on the willingness of new
generation migrant workers to stay in cities. Compared with post-90s, the impact of public housing
on post-80s is more obvious. Therefore,in order to give full play to the role of public housing in the
migrant workers’ citizenization,we propose to highlight the diversity and differentiation in the con-
struction of public housing, give priority to migrant workers working or living over five years in cit-
ies and post-80s migrant workers,and reform the housing system for the advantage of the new gen-
eration of migrant workers.

Key words public housing; the new generation of migrant workers; willingness to stay in cities;

housing system reform

Hometown Attachment, Urban Adaptation and Life Satisfaction of Rural Migrants

DAI Hongjuan ,ZHAO Wenlong

Abstract Based on the analytical framework of the dual geographical perspectives and the data of
the migrants’ social integration and health survey in 2014, this paper explored the influencing fac-
tors of rural migrants’ life satisfaction. The results show that: (1)In the four dimensions of eco-
nomic,cultural, social and psychological characteristics of urban adaptation, the first three have a
significant positive impact on life satisfaction yet the impact of the last is not significant. (2) The lo-
cal cultural identity has a significant positive impact on life satisfaction. The family separation has a
significant negative impact on life satisfaction yet the impact of cultivated land is not significant.
(3)The influence of hometown attachment and urban adaptation on life satisfaction has a tensile
effect. The higher the level of urban economic adaptation is,the smaller the positive impact of local
cultural identity on life satisfaction is, but the negative impact of family separation is independent.
Therefore, it is of great significance to improve the urban adaptation level of rural migrants and to
solve the dilemma of family separation for the improvement of life satisfaction and the overall devel-
opment of urban and rural society.

Key words rural migrants; dual space; hometown attachment; urban adaptation; life satisfaction



