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Abstract

Orderly promoting the nearby urbanization of farmers and improving their urban integration is one
of the development goals of new-type urbanization. Against the background of county-level urban-
ization, this paper takes Shiquan County as an example and analyzes the dynamic evolution charac-
teristics of migrant workers’ integration into nearby cities based on questionnaire data and a lo-
gistic model. The results show that migrant workers’ urban integration is determined by the com-
bined effect of individual and social factors, showing the laws of penetration, integration, and mi-
gration. A two-way integration pattern appears at about 10 km from the county center; a one-way
inflow into the county occurs at 20~50 km; and migrant workers beyond 50 km integrate into
nearby key towns or neighboring county cities, following the law of distance decay. Measures such
as improving the urban community system, expanding the tertiary industry, providing complete
public service facilities, enhancing urban inclusiveness, strengthening migrant workers’ compre-
hensive sKills, and offering training in network information technology help accelerate the nearby
urban integration of migrant workers.
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Table 1. Basic information of migrant workers

F 1l RRIBEKXEE—EE

BT RHIE ARz "ot
18 & K EAF 5 0.2
19~25 % 123 2.9
" 26~35 % 235 28.5
36~45 % 435 33.9
46~55 % 230 20.4
56 % ULk 31 14.1
% 624 59
TE5HI
'S 435 41
TEIT T#E . IRFEATIEA T 621 58.6
AR AEIEREAL A REVE LT AN ENT) 332 31.4
B, BARTNHEHET) 75 7
EENR(EREAE. P, SR 11 1
FoAth 20 2
1000 #| 1500 7T 12 1
1501~2500 7G 182 17
Jo— 2501~3500 7? 468 44
3501~5000 75 356 34
5001~7000 38 35
7000 LA I 3 0.5
1~3 4 225 21
4~6 4F 428 40
HhH 55 LI [A]
7~9 4 314 30
10 =LA E 92 9
10 AR IK 402 38
10~20 ~H 234 22
BRI E R 2 20~30 A H 256 24
30~40 AE 140 13
40~50 A H 27 3

iZH] SPSS 19.0 XFFEAS 4% J2 i AlUs B R 3E4T Cronbach’s Alpha REUEE /0 #r. AR B T AN 1)
KMO {54 0.780, =71 0.7, Bartlett 351 Sig {54 0, /T 0.01, W14 2 fis.

S NRX B RIE T GRS, IR RRY, SR G TFAENXEZAN, W
0] LLHAT IER 0 HT .
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Table 2. KMO and Bartlett’s test for the migrant workers’ urban integration questionnaire
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Figure 1. Model diagram of influencing factors on migrant workers’ urban integration
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Table 3. Correlation coefficients of impact factors on migrant workers’ urban integration
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Figure 2. Dynamic schematic diagram of urban-rural population migration

E 2. M2 AOEBHETEE

DOI: 10.12677/gser.2026.152030 315 PRI


https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2026.152030

[l /N5

] B e e -
. — —— - =i feenene| T HHRA

: : — %iBEH
0.7 benee et . e, [ — —FERLSHHRE
A P A5 NN IR N S )

TV BENSHE MR tee e

T R . TNt TSRS omeeennnes fommmeeen .

50 60

RRIAEHHEERNE TR EEENSHFRNEA—KE

20 30 40
RE TR LR (Km)

Figure 3. Distance diagram between migrant workers’ residence-workplace and the county urban center
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