
ADBI Working Paper 194  Meng, Kong, and Zhang 

19 

Table 6: Regression Results for Probability of Being Tracked 
in Each of the Three Tracking Dates 

Item Oct 2008 Dec 2008 Feb 2009 
Age 0.019 0.020 0.015 
 [0.005]*** [0.005]*** [0.005]*** 
Age2/100 −0.024 −0.026 −0.022 
 [0.006]*** [0.006]*** [0.007]*** 
Dummy variable, male 0.022 0.011 0.038 
 [0.015] [0.015] [0.016]** 
Dummy variable, 
married 0.047 0.037 0.036 
 [0.022]** [0.022]* [0.023] 
No. of household 
members 0.019 0.029 0.048 
 [0.009]** [0.009]*** [0.009]*** 
Years of schooling 0.012 0.016 0.015 
 [0.003]*** [0.003]*** [0.003]*** 
Year since first 
migration 0.003 0.005 0.007 
 [0.001]** [0.001]*** [0.001]*** 
No. of cities worked in 
since first migration −0.009 −0.007 −0.008 
 [0.003]*** [0.003]** [0.003]** 
If allowed, will stay in 
city forever 0.038 0.032 0.035 
  [0.014]*** [0.014]** [0.015]** 
Working in 
manufacturing −0.063 −0.057 −0.065 
 [0.020]*** [0.020]*** [0.021]*** 
Working in 
construction −0.103 −0.096 −0.145 
 [0.025]*** [0.026]*** [0.026]*** 
Self-employed 0.058 0.031 0.014 
  [0.041] [0.041] [0.042] 
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Item Oct 2008 Dec 2008 Feb 2009 

Bangbu 0.186 0.272 0.048 
 [0.042]*** [0.042]*** [0.043] 
Chengdu 0.157 0.285 0.038 
 [0.034]*** [0.034]*** [0.035] 
Chongqing 0.212 0.234 0.128 
 [0.033]*** [0.034]*** [0.035]*** 
Dongguan −0.111 0.061 0.048 
 [0.036]*** [0.037]* [0.038] 
Hangzhou 0.085 0.147 0.048 
 [0.033]** [0.034]*** [0.035] 
Hefei 0.103 0.301 0.150 
 [0.035]*** [0.036]*** [0.037]*** 
Luoyang 0.108 0.185 0.102 
 [0.041]*** [0.042]*** [0.043]** 
Nanjing 0.095 0.158 −0.136 
 [0.033]*** [0.034]*** [0.035]*** 
Ningbo 0.118 0.021 -0.039 
 [0.041]*** [0.042] [0.043] 
Shanghai 0.097 0.213 0.036 
 [0.032]*** [0.032]*** [0.033] 
Shenzhen 0.064 0.260 0.210 
 [0.036]* [0.037]*** [0.037]*** 
Wuhan  0.036 0.114 −0.027 
 [0.034] [0.034]*** [0.035] 
Wuxi 0.062 0.239 0.220 
 [0.041] [0.042]*** [0.043]*** 
Zhenzhou 0.230 0.275 0.131 
 [0.035]*** [0.036]*** [0.037]*** 
Firm size Yes Yes Yes 
Observations 4,897 4,897 4,897 
R-squared 0.07 0.09 0.09 

Notes: Standard errors in brackets; 

* Significant at 10%; ** significant at 5%; *** significant at 1% 

Source: RUMiCI 2008 Survey data. 

The results were largely consistent across the equations for the three different sets of 
tracking data. In general, age had a positive effect on tracking but it peaked at around 
35–40. By 55 the probability of being tracked reduced to the same level as for those 
aged 16 (see Appendix B). Males, married individuals, and migrants who had other 
family members living in the same city with them were more likely to be tracked. In 
addition, those with higher education and longer migration experience were more likely 
to be tracked, while those who often changed places and did not want to stay on in the 
city even if allowed to do so were less likely to be tracked. These results are quite 
intuitive. If we believe that the attrition rate, to a certain extent, indicates the adverse 
employment impact of the economic downturn, the above results can be taken to mean 
that individuals who are single, are not in the primary working age, are less educated, 
and have less migration experience are more likely to be adversely affected by the 
economic downturn. These findings are largely consistent with the findings reported in 


