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The Level and Structure of the Consumption of the
New Generation of Migrants:

Compared with the Old Generation of Migrants
Wang Meiyan
( Institute of Population and Labor Economics Chinese Academy of Social Sciences)

Abstract: This study draws upon the data of China Urban Labor Survey of 2016 to analyze the
difference of the level and structure of the consumption of the new and old generation of migrants and
examine factors that affect migrants’ consumption. The descriptive analysis shows that the total
consumption per capita of the new generation of migrants is 26 percent higher than that of the old
generation of migrants among which the basic consumption ( including food clothing residence
household facilities articles and services transportation and communication culture and
recreation miscellaneous goods and services) per capita is 33 percent higher and the health care
and medical service consumption per capita is 10 percent higher. Meanwhile the education
consumption per capita of the new generation only accounts for 73 percent of that of the old
generation. According to the regression analysis result the basic consumption per capita and the total
consumption per capita of the new generation of migrants is 14.9 percent and 10.9 percent higher
than that of the old generaton of migrants respectively after controlling other factors. The elasticity of
the basic consumption and the total consumption of the new generation of migrants is significantly
higher than that of the old generation of migrants. Furthermore the proportion of the basic
consumption in the total consumption of the new generation of migrants is higher while that of
education consumption is lower.

Keywords: new generation of migrants consumption level consumption structure consumption elasticity
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