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URBAN-RURAL DIVISION, REGIONAL SEGMENTATION AND
INSUFFICIENT ACCESS OF SOCIAL SECURITY ENTITLEMENT OF
CHINA’S MIGRANT WORKERS

QIN Ltjian' WANG Zhen* GE Yu-hao’

(1. Finance and Public Administrative School, Anhui University of Finance and Economics;
2. Institute of Economics, Chinese Academy of Social Sciences;

3. School of Labor and Human Resources, Renmin University of China)

Abstract: The purpose of this paper was to examine the effect of urban-rural division and regional seg-

tation on the social security access of China’s migrant workers. The data collected by the China’s Na-

tional Health and Family Planning Commission in December 2010. The instrumented IVProbit model was

adopted to solve the endogeneity problem between wage and participation in social insurance of the work-

ers.

acce

We found that there existed serious effects of urban-rural division and regional segmentation on the

ss to social insurance for the migrant workers. The level of effect of the regional segmentation was

higher than that of the urban-rural division. Furthermore, both the effects of urban-rural division and re-

gion
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al segmentation would be lower estimated if the endogeneity problem was not solved.

Key words: migrant workers; social security; IVProbit Model



