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Unemployment of Urban Women in Market Transition:
Theoretical Perspectives and Empirical Findings

ZHANG Zhar-xin
( Institute of Population and Labor Economics, CASS, Beijing 100732, China)

Abstract: In the literature on gender inequalities in labor markets during China’ s econom ic
transition, attention has been drawn to the interactions betw een the rising market mechea
nisms and gender discrimination based on Chinese traditional culture, and olé-fashion state
redistribution. With the focus on gender inequalit in the emplo ment opportunities in
cities, this paper summarizes theoretical views, formulates research h pothesis, and com
ducts an em pirical anal sis on sample data of China’ s Fifth Population Census in 2000. It
finds that as market transition has considerabl deepened, there is no sign of gender dis-
crimination effect on emplo ment inequalit , and the interaction effect of state redistribu
tion with market mechanisms on gender inequalit in emplo ment restricts to urban female

workers with middle and low—level educational attainments and tends to diminish. This im-
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plies that research interests in this field ma turn to the inherent logic of gender inequaal+
t.
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1 WFEIE RP HEFAET HAT Kl F( %) Fo oK T3 148 (1999)

(1) (1I) (TII) (1I) - (I10)

13. 4 14.35 12. 03 2.32
14. 12 14.35 13.94 0. 41 8.01
10. 35 10.35 10. 35 0. 00 7.97
12. 09 13.30 11. 17 2. 13 7.86
10. 68 12. 14 9. 50 2. 64 7.79
6. 83 8.38 5. 59 2. 80 6.99
17. 22 19.36 15. 68 3. 68 6.40
14. 52 16.25 13. 31 2.94 6.38
16. 67 14.52 18. 33 -3.82 6.38
13. 47 15.70 11. 78 3.92 6.34
8. 79 9.58 8. 17 1. 40 6.33
17. 64 19.49 16. 20 3.29 6.21
20. 94 24.98 17.75 7.23 6.08
15.27 12.47 17. 38 - 4.9 5.96
13. 54 14.95 12. 54 2. 41 5.53
11. 66 12.77 10. 76 2.01 5.51
13.93 15.66 12. 59 3. 06 5.45
13.20 13.91 12. 64 1. 27 5.41
16. 27 17.76 15. 14 2. 62 5.39
7. 97 8.38 7. 64 0. 74 5.37
13. 00 13.33 12. 75 0. 59 5.03
10. 84 11.25 10. 51 0. 74 4.91
16. 94 18.21 16. 04 2. 16 4.85
8. 75 10.91 7. 10 3. 81 4.72
12. 32 14.29 10. 83 3.45 4.63
9. 31 11.91 7. 39 4. 52 4.51
11. 50 11.04 11. 85 - 0.81 4.46
9. 58 9.58 9. 58 0. 01 4.00
10. 38 13.71 7.72 5. 98 3.89
14. 78 15.63 14. 21 1. 41 2.93
9. 88 10.46 9. 40 1. 06 2.34
0.95% ;
(2003, [15])
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2
45 ,
k2 WA RP #EF AT ShAD 3] il FALAES> B
| % %
15 25 6142 49.78 6197 50.22 12339
26 35 15282 53.09 13503 46.91 28785
36 45 15859 55.23 12858 44.77 28717
45 11098 70.37 4674 29.63 15772
2789 58.15 2007 41.85 4796
16799 58.40 11965 41.60 28764
12354 54.95 10130 45.05 22484
5154 48.68 5434 51.32 10588
7232 56.50 5569 43.50 12801
4053 65.58 2127 34.42 6180
48381 56.51 37232 43.49 85613
3 Logistic 1 ,
— , 114. 15% ("),
14. 15% , ( ) ,
%3 WMWIERF #HFAET HAD Kby Logistic B2 F £
| 1 2
( =0 0.1323% * * L2149 * * *
x ( - 5.45) 0. 0257
x ( — 5.45)2 — 0. 0568 * * *
(“ 15 25 ” )
26 35 — 1.128] ** % — 11270 * * *
36 45 — 1.1359 ** * — 1. 1404 * %
45 — 1.7318 * * % — 1. 7369 * * %
(“ ” )
0.0258 0. 0066
— 0.3494 * x * — 0.3661 ** *
~1. 0067 * * * — 1.0279 * * *
— 1.5529 # % ~ 1.5706 * * *
— 2.4237 ® % % — 2.4439 %
— 0.5119% * * 0- 0.4927+ * *
85613 85613
Model Chtsquare 5437.491 5505.371
- 2 Log Likelihood 60852. 282 60784. 402
0. 95% k%% P<(.001
2 13 2
0.2149- 0.0568 % ( s
( ) ) ,
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R4 #FE AR WRTIERP HFAET HAD KILE Logistic BEZ
1 2 1 | 2
( =0 - 0. 0786 - 0.0420 0.1927 * * * 0.3131 * * *
x ( - 5.45) 0. 0278 0.0212
x ( - 5.457 - 0.0236 - 0.0790 * * *
(“15 25 7 )
26 35 — 10771 * %%  — 1.0808 % ** _ 10799 * * & _ ] (754 %%
36 45 - 12378 x k1 .2421Fkx _ ] 1044 ¥k k] 1067 ***
45 —2.0452% %% 20510 % %% _ 1.5444 k k= _ ] 5475 # k%
- 0.2766* - 0.2723 - .5660% %%~ 0.5660 * * *
4796 4796 28764 28764
Modd Chi- square 203. 669 204.343 1035.560 1092. 645
- 2 Log Likelihood 3747.532 3746. 859 26548. 637 26491. 553
1 2 1 2
( =0 0.1966 * * * 0.2313 * * * - 0.1619* - 0.0209
x ( - 5.45) 0. 0669 * - 0.0100
x ( ~ 5.45)2 - 0.039 * * - 0.0817%* *
(“15 25 7 )
26 35 - 1.0824 =% - 1.0801*** - 1.0570%**  — 1.0601% * *
36 45 —0.9371 * %  _—(.9363 % %  _ ] 6852% xx  _ [ 7050% * %
45 — 1.5649 * #5663 % F % D AITIH kR 2 ADAGH **
— 0.9998% * %  _ (.9985 % **  _ 1.2669% **  _ 1.2645% * *
22484 22484 10588 10588
Model Chi- square 580. 451 590.787 584.185 601.751
- 2 Log Likelihood 18205.871 18195.535 6375.084 6357.482
1 2 1 2
( =0 0.0485 0. 1357 - 0.2473 - 0.03455
x - 5.45) - 0.0569 0.0209
x ( - 5.45)2 - 0.0358 0.0435
“15 25 7 )
26 35 - 14464 B Rk 14498 F Rk - ] 4690 * Rk _ ] 4727 =k k
36 45 — 15771 %k = 1.5841 %k _ ] 8418 FEE ] 8384 * k k
45 —2.3999 ®kk 2 4075 EE D GLTL kEE 2 6152 %
— 17687 *#E 1 7652% # % _ D 4125 *k kD A]17 FEE
12801 12801 6180 6180
Model Chi- square 359. 509 364. 604 63. 428 64.095
- 2 Log Likelihood 4716. 695 4711. 599 1096. 597 1095.930

* P< 0.05;% * P< 0.01; * * * P< 0. 001
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