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Fig. 2 Spatial distribution of migrants in Guangzhou (2010)
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Tab. 2 The in-use variables

AE By ¥ EKME FBAME F 2%

N i KTF65% LA EANF L] (%) 8.18 24.31 0.00 0.041
g EHEA LB (%) 5.43 15.10 0.00 0.014

IS CUNE| NI 2.94 6.12 1.00 0.621

HEAKY ZEHFEHEADLE (%) 15.21 92.55 0.00 0.165

il s FrH Al B (%) 53.88 100.00 0.00 0.375
iy WS B L) (%) 10.31 96.55 0.00 0.186

1iE7] ik H LT 200 SCH9 A7 He il (%) 9.80 85.06 0.00 0.146
A4 F AL HTTALLH] (%) 4.28 63.25 0.00 0.068

1Tl He PRGSO B EL B (%) 4.29 55.84 0.00 0.049

Fiah b TSI b s LU A8 (%) 28.26 100.00 0.00 0.336

5 52 P B AT 7 21 LB (%) 32.71 100.00 0.00 0.375
VAR BT 19794ELIRTHILH] (%) 1243 100.00 0.00 0.165
ERimeiEs REEGER LI (%) 1.47 72.73 0.00 0.039
AL ABEEER (m?) 25.46 88.98 0.00 9.495
FEHmE2 KT 20mA R B (%) 7.74 100.00 0.00 0.132
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Tab. 3 The results of logic regression for institutional variables

HETR— R FiA =
B S.E. Sig. B SE.  Sig. B SE.  Sig.
Al ] 0.699 0.263  0.008 0.835 0.274 0.002
WS J 5 s L 11 0.684 0.449 0.128 1.017 0464 0.028
Pl Ar i
KF654 LI EANHS  -51.603 2257  0.000 -55.066 2.409 0.000 -53.902 2439 0.000
LIS A L B 10985 4.449  0.014 6.607 4.430 0.136 9.849 4589 0.032
SN -1.984 0.136  0.000 -1.916 0.130 0.000 -2.070 0141 0.000
ZE A N -1.569 0511  0.002 -2.959 0.404 0.000 -1.954 0522 0.000
W 8.689 0.570  0.000 9.547 0576 0.000 9.100 0594 0.000
-2 Log likelihood 1912.602 1596.721 1596.688
Cox & Snell R Square 0.462 0.522 0.522
Nagelkerke R Square 0.624 0.707 0.707
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FEPE IR S5 MOl A B3 ), X BLAY RE6 SRR
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Residential segregation of new migrants in Guangzhou,
China: A study of the 6th census
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Abstract: This study examines the residential segregation of new migrants in Chinese cities
with a case of Guangzhou, using the newly available 6th census data of 2010. The aim of the
study is to explore the pattern, extent as well as mechanism of migrant residential segregation
in transitional China. It is found that migrants of Guangzhou aggregate around the inner suburb
of the city, whilst their distribution in the outer suburb is more sporadic. Moreover, the
distribution of provincial migrants, e.g. those from regions within Guangdong province, is
relatively more aggregated towards areas around the central city, whilst those from other
provinces aggregate into far suburbs. A major contribution of this study is the examination of
the extent of migrant segregation in 2010, it is found that the segregation index is higher, 0.482,
than the level of Asian immigrant segregation in the US cities. Moreover, the concentration
index of migrants is 0.564, also high. Moreover, using regression models, we further examine
the factors that contribute to the segregation of migrants in post-reform Guangzhou. It is found
that the impacts of institutional factors such as hukou and work- unit status are decreasing,
whilst that of market factors is increasing. In addition, demographic factors as well as family
factors are statistically significant, among which the impacts of age and marriage status are the
most prominent, those communities with a low proportion of aged population, or those with
higher level of married couples have higher possibility to become migrant enclaves. Above all,
the high segregation of migrants suggests that social stratification of post-reform urban China is
exacerbated by spatial segregation. Space has become an important dimension of post-reform
China's great transformation. It calls for further efforts of the state to undertake socio- spatial
strategies such as social planning to achieve integration.

Key words: new migrants; residential segregation; the 6th national census; Guangzhou



