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Abstract

Focusing on the social security issues of gig workers in Hangzhou, this study conducts empirical
research against the backdrop of the development of platform-based flexible employment. In 2026,
questionnaires were distributed at gig worker service stations and gig labor markets across Hang-
zhou, yielding 1001 valid samples. Descriptive statistics, analysis of variance, regression models and
other statistical methods were adopted for data processing. The survey reveals that most surveyed
gig workers hold a high school education level with generally low income; the group suffers an unbal-
anced social insurance participation structure and insufficient coverage of work injury insurance.
Economic pressure constitutes the primary barrier to insurance enrollment, while educational at-
tainment and income significantly affect satisfaction with social security. At present, the social se-
curity system for gig workers in Hangzhou faces challenges, including poor institutional adaptabil-
ity, high participation costs, and inadequate multi-stakeholder collaborative security. Accordingly,
optimized countermeasures are proposed from the perspectives of policy adjustment, platform su-
pervision and digital public services, providing empirical evidence for improving the social security
system for flexible workers in new business forms.
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1. 5|8
1.1. fARE =R

CELY R AR M H TR, Ham R T CHUCT SRl A .
BT shE LEFFRECTR[2], BRAhsz. Pus. MAEERIGHI N RREER, 520 EHR
JEMFIZI K [3].

ATIEE T @R RASLH, PUNE . . SRR TR S RE TN, %E
% THRE. 2022 FRIVEREEE—NFLHHIFNIENABRA, BGE, BUNE B3R BT, 58 LE
STEME TR SERE LY, #TMHCRERVECK ' ETHMRTIRESR, 2026 FHTE
BN AF LIRS SEENE) EXTEH 2, IRBSHVUE “ 28 5E” WEESL, Wikhg “%
B FURSS T EALRBOR T, BOMNERRELBOT S 08 7 5B, Z 00 B LRG0 S 4 2N
FREIRE, EERH . % RERER.

{HIAT AR FEARFCAE G 9 BNk R E, MELUERCP & AT, FTHRANEZIR. SRS BUR
HIRA R, Tt RS IORH, XA fRRayg A6, Ot A A s i it

'https://hzdaily.hangzhou.com.cn/hzrb/2026/04/14/article_detail 1_20260414A044.html
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1.2. EASMAZTIIR

EAMCRIRRF AL, 36 B, BIESEESVE . WAL B IR 5 T Re B T TR IRFEA R,
B FEA B A AE SE 3 S ), S DL B SRR A8 . AR I(2026)7E (T TAHF T 20 ik &+ 2 f7
PR ZR A A ) v ABLAR B[R] AN A Xk LU [ P iR T 5 1 21 Uber S840, 15 HH 95 809 B A% O il BEE THAE
B A B A P FE LA B2 [4]. Harris (2018)) (EE “FTEHF” i ML#E . (REEFIHE
A [51EH, FLAAIESAITH T “Zmik” , ALFES TS ORI K b, DA SR
Gr—IEMWTIObRE, A RAELAG —: Antonucci (2024)1F) (P& 553N AR F) [ K I SRS . JORH),
B, S = EAE S OREIRIEE R BT (6], 5 EAL IR @ AR gibn i e A (e B, RaE
feEs-F & . SV ZE TR, iR RGERM . LN T TR [ A 2 RO 2 [ & 57 3h# AL IR Bk
LM AR

[E A 272 5 2 N LBR T T T2 0RAERE, ST 2 DO BT 5 BAL B T, A+ %
LA SHERT LD, AT FROIAFAERN TR iR EE . EARSR. AREQO2DI (FLATF I
TRAERR S Rt 2 56 4R, A0 T TR A RAEEAE T 578l 0 R 2% AHORE R v BURT I8 XE( 7]
TEAE(2020)7E (F L2t it ORufi 5 Rt B ) i i, #H0 T fREs, ATEBLA TAGHESE T Ok
PR, ZIRIER B HBUME AN E RO F R FR . BRI AT ISR “Ah ORIG(ERL” Sl i
[8]; FKALIC(2025) (F TAAUAR R IR E ORI ) BB 6] SRS BF e ——3 T g 75 88 =M i i HF) A
ey 75y & =S EEEE EEA, MAEIL  IBE O . BOROR IR = K A P AR L AR JB B . 25 BT
&, AR Z REEEZ, 2082 e X0, TR R R, RE S BT B AL E
LTIt A AL Se i R B 5 BAC BT, AR A, dE—PHNE T AR & BE9].

N LT [ A 22 20 5 A ORI U 0 A s KA ik 2%, 4R Z B R F 78 B0V ARIE , ASTiE
CiteSpace SCHRATHR T H, X [ A A% O STIR A OSBRI RSB0 Hr, IR AN [RI B BE SR B SR T ) i
T, giRwE 1.

Top 14 Keywords with the Strongest Citation Bursts

Keywords Year Strength Begin End 2016 -2023
INEZFH 2016 128 2016 2020
HELF 2018 112 2018 2020
NS 2018 1.07 2018 2020
ML Fa 2018 1.06 2018 2019
TERA 2019 0.86 2019 2020
AT 2020 2.1 2020 2020
il 2020 1.08 2020 2021
S fE 2020 0.87 2020 2020
HZRT 2020 0.87 2020 2020
RigEwhl 2022 1.81 2022 2023
Br978 2017 1.16 2022 2023
HFmA 2022 1.08 2022 2023
FAyATE 2022 1.08 2022 2023
F Lkl 2022 1.08 2022 2023

b

Figure 1. Burst analysis of keywords in gig economy research
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MR TR I [R5 2 5 9 FE RE TS Tt R LARPPHSRIE T A 2016 R0, LEAdr. AT
BRI F CBGUSE R MU RSB RIRY s 2020 )5, whlkfRRE. 578k R, RiEgl. Bra. B
Wor B, T Tk 5 RIS OCSR R IR aE . BB S, BEE T T2 Y 5K,
F I U A C 2 AT MM A TR e 17057 30 B ot OB JR T, % TR A 2 ORBRE 1) 9K 0 24 1 BT

1.3. 5 ERNESMREX

B FCIERUN = X T IR & S VTR, 12/ git . & R it RIDIR SR =,
e T ZATEEBIRIA A TT S . BRAR EANTEATM DO ZE AR CR SR SRR BLSE A OA 2 4t (R 78
I1BHBOR. ISR IES %, UISeqir R TAL 0, BET LA RIERE.
2. MR SHIRRE
2.1. FEXIEIERN

NPRAIETITREAACTR N, JH8E . — DI i ) 7, AT FUAR BTN 25 X B A ¥ GDP. 3L R |
WAEAND, FLERNEEZNIER, KHRGER. K WEERPMGEU LR IL R R AL, &2
€ EIRXC L VEVLIX R L XA SEH R A X I, = AR X g e oA A, 3 T MOV AE 22 53 R
H, BEWS 7 R DIUNUNANF 25F R AT N E LA RSSO & DXk 5 ) TARHE B B 0% 1 Fos

Table 1. Composition of industries and gig workers in the survey area

F 1L OEMXE R F TARER

X844 el R ST T
1 P SR WikiE, & X TN . S e
X EREFSMIAIGE, # T ZABH FET N EHE T AR 5
2T
BT IX R A TR ol e WL TEIGH AT, FEET
X Bl . BRI SR A TI T SEET

B ERA R, =AXBEHRS. mHAk. SlE =K Ty, AR EICRRL, JasER
BRTH - SEHE VT AR & X TRl . 7 el ] AR BON A AT &

2.2. FEMARGE

EHREE RS B B IOEXEF TR, RS, SCHiR . BB ERZ BT
B, ANFEA R B, 5 N oCEA R . —FEHERE . BTSRRI, SRR EK
N N AL 2.

Table 2. Research methods and application instructions

2. MRBERNRIRA

T 55 7772 BRINGIY Wb

SCRRHIF 72 KHT CiteSpace JCHET BT, A HE Py 4% TALARAE G SCHR by BRAT AL ARECK

i) 25 A A ik SXR T E AR, WET TSR, BORAR. L0 = 240

S VTR R VARFE T MO . NI AR NS, 78 i 25 TG A B I i 1 P 2%

MR g%&%&AM%ﬁ#ﬁ@ﬁ§Mm¢?mﬁﬂﬁ%’U&BPW%M%\%WﬁE%
TR
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IR R OEIE AR “FABITIR + SEHUBGIE + EALVRH Y B SE B AU 5%, BEIRER AR SR R B T,
W AEN I 2 it B T RIS HUE MR
2.3. BELEEET

22 R R R A BB 45 S RT I BURN e UG, AR BRI = RS, R
FERR, 2. R ER. TR, AN E BRI B G SR gD R, AR HE 43
Wi, SRR R 3.

Table 3. Overall structure table of the questionnaire

3. WEEEBELSR

Ry BRI A %
B RUTHEMEE PRI SRR ZEPI. AW Ak /AR DX
R AL RS RIVIR S IR SRR BORRBERERE . RSORER L SR HA R
R RS RERR ARG TR TG BT 70 T LA BOT U EE

) G R AU H RO PR 1 20 3 h: 2V I E 1. R 0, WEE
RN AN E~IERE R R OE 12 5 2. TRBES SRR I, AT, RS 1452
B, Ay T IR RS R AT

24. AIEEESHESHT

FEIT R RVE IR NS B 20T, AW T E SGiE B0 % TR TR BT AR, 5 B H0R o S
SERIA A HME FE SRR I, ARIR AR IR 45 RO I G R . BIEAG I, DL ORI IE 2R 2 AR
P, A5 EE 7 M 32 Z AR AT R AT Bt 2 R S mT e, W RIS FE R S i — BUEE R  rE
HAGERESEWEEZWNETTIE, 46 R0t 2 s i 8 R R 48 RRFAE, A SCak AR 83z 19
Cronbach’s o FRECFHTE NI —E, FINKFE SPSS A MBHRIZ 5, o REIIAE BETIVEHIRE,
FHET 0.9 RERGEENAE, 0.8~0.9 XFMEEAIEAZ, 0.7~0.8 HEX ERN A KIREIT, SUEIKT
0.7 W25 & B HM 2R . TRBE R 515 A IR 45 R 4.

Table 4. Results of the reliability test for the preliminary survey questionnaire
4. TUER B SEEREE
Cronbach’s Alpha FETFRHEAL I Cronbach’s Alpha T
0.934 0.934 13

IR E B Gt as Raee B, MBLITEE 13 MERBI, IR Cronbach’s a RE SR E
FEI 4 0.934, ZEMES T 0.9 A G FUE, ULHBRDER &G A — Bk, SR A2 E S5
—, ABFEAH R TR, BN o TR R e .

SR BED L J5 Ak 22T e TR S5 i AU AT B8, S5 MR — AR FE R 7 0 i gk AT e, R4
HT T 5 Z 18T KMO K50 A0 Bartlett BRICAT IS FIBT B EFLME, KMO BUEER AR AZ B AR OGRS
HHEF P, KMO > 0.5 BRI R 5 mh W 2545, Bartlett ERFZAG IR U LA 2 1 P E 0.05 15 4> bR,
P <0.05 LB B AAE R E MR R, Bda T TR 5 8: R e it Rinss R4 5.

AR IR BE R T A, A KMO BUE N 0.902, 3 KT 0.5 f3EatisdE, +50i& &R R 104,
Bartlett BRIEAT G 2% Sig = 0.000 < 0.05 , ARFRAZ T AH I FE IR IR A7 HE , A8 52 A B A& Rm e,
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G A RO IAE AR Y, 55 E R SR IEIR, ARBUAT &I HEAT KBS, U
ANAIE A AN BT R 5, RIATE A T I RSt i it

Table 5. Pre-research KMO test and Bartlett’s sphericity test
& 5. FUAR KMO F0 Bartlett Bk B Q10

KMO 71 Bartlett f{46: 56 £ty il
HURE /2% FE 1) Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin F & KMO f 0.902
bl (Ve i 1370.607
Bartlett BRI FEAR 56 H B df 78
M Sig 0.000

1E AW BOL R B0 930 4, IR 901 y, 2o id 7 1k 5 I T RUVE 2 1 35 5 49 31 A 2] o
884 1, AR 95.05%, ZHRITIA K /34T 75 10 B O IE PR AT JR A5 A% B &, 1F =0 7] 45 2 4
Cronbach’s a %0 0.819, KT 0.8 & #sbruk, 1IEEEAR KMO =0.803 , Bartlett BRIEK K P AH [FIFE/N
T 0.05, IEREIEMGEE FEETIAB G FER, GAEWRKRS R, RSB ER TG ERNE,
KRR A 2, RS T 5 8: % TARIVR M Gt 5 SHE 47

3. FETRMAHREIRG T2
3.1, ZIERERFHES

AYGHTHRIEHUN L3R B0 G0 = XSS RS s, A REAS 1001 43, AP SRS, 2200,
N VY TR Rt AR T R SR G vt BEARREAR RN S A E Tk SEbR. 5217 % TAAM B 6.

Table 6. Composition of surveyed gig worker samples

6. ZMTIHAMR

N 21531 =a
. 5 59.04%
% 40.96%

20 ZLAF 3.00%
21~30 % 22.00%
" 31~40 % 41.00%
41~50 % 22.00%

51~60 % 8.00%

60 % A I 4.00%
W RLAE 32.00%
s R 48.55%
KE/EER 13.20%

AR 6.25%

1000 JGLAF 3.10%
1000~4000 7T 35.80%
SR 4001~7000 7T 49.20%
7000 JGPL 1 11.90%
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Bl WA FFRF TS, AP SNSRI AL X TR 22 SO EE 2 (R H ot
FLMA . SRS 2 E SRS LPRS RF G T H RN, RS R mt
A RNE -

3.2. FLHENASSRIR

AERrI2 ] SPSS 22 NSRRI ME, B RMNEF LIRS R RSHRFRE . BEOAM =M EL
giit, ZEMN G IR A R IEEE S, HEAK: DMREE = AR ARV EEAR
100%

SRR B AL SR IS R 2 B NHE, PEAIEUE W 7.

Table 7. Multiple response statistical table of participation in various social insurances

*7. BXARSRZSEME ST &R

TR MR N Wi 7 5 B MERESL
WHIR TR 2R 778 25.0% 77.8%
SRR T 597 AR 6 834 26.8% 83.4%

T AR 543 17.4%

Wz ERFLZER 793 25.5% 79.3%
KRS NUE I #E LR 159 5.1% 15.9%

CEE TR S RAE DR GET48, B 1A 8.

Table 8. Statistics on reasons for non-participation in social insurance among gig workers

* 8. FIRSRERSG T

RSMREER Wi B2 N Wi 7 o5 L MEE
BUFEIIR. Bkt s 146 46.6% 91.8%
ELFAFZRSR 87 27.8% 54.7%
AT RS IRRFEEUR 43 13.7% 27.0%
PR S b £ TR 21 6.7% 13.2%
HAh )5 A 16 5.1% 10.0%

B ER, LERYT. 378, FRERESRERIE 77%0h F, (ATHRRA 54.3%, BAS
TREERR, 3T 15.9%2 V5 & AR R RS . MASIRIFER KA, Lo il E -2 EHARN K, BILE
TZWNESIRGIT ) H RS0k, EEREFEE LAERROSERZSR: BURMHA . R EH0h
WEHRS . A RAENEE, X 18%52 15 # 1T LALLER T AR AL LRGN, 66% v —M T fif, 16%%F TiAFE
Z, ZRANRAERES. 772, TO. RN EA L, TR E SEBORRRE IR L &A%
AL P B J5 A

3.3. FEMEFHEL RBREER T
ASCR MR R TT Z 0 TR fe 22 kA 06, B RIA 0N .

Fe Syt | Wi
SSup /Ay

WEFE 73 59 LAEE IS SO SE - AU Oy B AR B, & AR DR B AT i N RS &, 7 T AT TT € Levene

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2026.157171 329 Givth2 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2026.157171

Listh 5%

i TR, R 2 Levene £ P> 0.05 , i 2 J7 Z2 7+ R 25 A I U5 W] 4R 823047 ANOVA J7 Zha 5 -
XIANFSEEFEATT R T Z K0, & DU I HE W 9.

Table 9. Results of variance test by age dimension

®9. FIREEHFERWER

WiH Levene 18 FH P1E
WA A 0.421 17.19 0.008

B AN R SRR AR AR SE T ZZ 0 AR, S5 5R L 10,

Table 10. Variance test of educational level

F10. TUIEEHERR

i H Levene 18 F & P1H
TR 0.413 15.53 0.007

AW ST 2R, SRR A 11,

Table 11. Variance test of monthly income

F 1. RAFERE

WiH Levene 18 F 18 P
7 ERG 5 0.419 16.63 0.007

S AT RN SR Levene K% P AE 43K T 0.05, W T EFVEMATIRE R, W5 ZE 400 B ET
P<0.05, BERSUFSLAFRS . SCHRERE . A RN =TI MARRHE, X T LA ORI R TR R 5 . 455
FEZEWRAER LUK, 41 5 DL 242 TAL ORI 2 R B AR T35t ik ZBE K
AN = 132 05 % 1, 5 FIAT ARSI BE (A AT RR RS kR . AKHE Apriori RN — D288, 1EXE
THREE > 20% AR T, 31~50 &, BEALRECR . NATA R S IR T, RO E S ]
15 82.14%, XA mn SRR AS I ML A4

34. BEF ACSI 5&aE-BP ERNHEEEESNE

LA ACSI o3 9 53 FERE RO BRR FE i 1 = SUFAN R AR A R, BB SIENS BP #2228 AT 240
fute, SERME AR R EAIT 7, BIARWES e AN ZEE 6 TR . RERE 94
Wi RN R SR AR, R BN S A R K 12,

Table 12. Satisfaction scores of different age groups

= 12. BEREHEEESSY

R EL AR E B0 o TSN RENANE a1y
20 ZLAR 3.523 2.732 3.345 3.417
21~30 & 3.257 2.489 3.076 3.022
31~40 2 3.679 3.031 3.363 3.452
41~50 % 3.812 3.045 3.437 3.648
51~60 % 3.815 3.047 3.439 3.529
60 £ LA L 4.013 3.059 3.227 3.524
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SRR AT G 3.432 5p, BEARVRANACAE — Rt B IX TR AR, 41~50 & XA %
THE/DRE, 21-30 SEFEZT TR0 RIG. N TEEHEIEE, AT 4E L B AS  E iR M, B0
S B B OR DR IR B S8R E b i T RS OB R A, R SR RO AR R MR 52
AN § IS ORE RPN T5 R R 58

3.5. BRTEAGHBER T o4

B NAL— R TAR N GBS TT R R VER 704, SEiliid KMO #6505 Bartlett BRIEAS 34 W
PG RCE, RRER N 13 o, EARERAR T 5, R8HKIT RBF 1217 3P 22 N 28 58 R AL PR,
RBF 15 i A% R 20 50

1
R(xp —C[) = exp{—mJ

i“*p i

Table 13. KMO and Bartlett’s tests
Fz 13. KMO 1 Bartlett 438

o515 H Bl
KMO i fel~77 0.824

bl (Ve i 378.756
Sig 0.000

HHR IR 45 SR v k1, KMO #{E KT 0.8, Bartlett 1% Sig = 0.000 < 0.05 , HHfisi 2 K173 (0 G it 2
Ky AT — R A RR RN TERENRE. BOREHAR = KARE T, ARTBit77 25wk
RIiLF] 80.987%, AEULARRE R KSR . 454 RBF AN, N4 TAE A G346 - A A 56 T
TEfmIa bR, HAPmAIARE . AT R BT N BB R BN RGeS et s AL R AT
G TR A L B AR A, RIS B BOR VA M . A AL CR 2 ML A 576 35 A2 IRAT 5 HH AR -

3.6. FERBEESRTIT Logistic 34T

ANTIEEAN LT FREATT R BIHBE T, LRSS INIR e R 0 R re e s, SRIME 1.
RSB IRWE 0, WEH ZJT Logistic fH:

Logit(P)=In .

P
~p =By + Bx, + Box, +-+ B x,

SEENBWE, PINFER. FD. AN, BURE TIRE.. SAZCE. BIEGEE. S5 s
HN\TIA AR, FIH SPSS 56 AR 5 S5 H . fIas L% 14,

Table 14. Overall model test results
= 14, WBIEERIGER

T H =2 AR IE Ry il H P1H
oz 56 45 1 131.988 173.040 8 0.000

PG B0 H R v 0, AR AR K7 BN T 0.05, BEAIG K, Hosmer #5536 P> 0.05, W R* I T4
FHIXJE], FEAFIRR AR A RO BT

TERM R AR B G %05, AT GRS B 45 b R I WA R AR ARSI (O TR AR, SIS
BUAE WA 15,

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2026.157171 331 Givth2 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2026.157171

Listh 5%

Table 15. Goodness-of-fit parameters

F15. WENESH

L7 Cox & Snell R? Nagelkerke R? Hosmer P
1l 0.351 0.498 0.328

TR AIA bR Femt b, $REUIT A B B a A E, PHIS AN R SR, M
WA 16,

Table 16. Summary of variables with significant influences
16, ZEEMEELL

A [ 5 R % BEM A B
SCAFRRE 1.391 P<0.05 TE MR 2 R
JELSON 1.633 P<0.05 N LTS R 7
FEEARK T fRSEE 0.587 P<0.05 AR = R S R
il AR 1.382 P<0.05 BRI SRk
BN 1.168 P<0.05 ST A I R

FHE . FEZRHFEEN P>0.05, WSHELEZHLN, BURELREREE TSR WSHELE R RE,
WA ZHEREE . BN, 243 AR L0 2B T2 EIAZ OB R, G MG a] H 5ep#
ek, ¥EML. EERIESHEIHI B
4. R ERSIRKEIES T
4.1. EF Friedman BRI WEZNES

Fges R M. HAMFE. MENE. BASERT. DARKE TR LT, B2 ETHEE
FEEHEF, KA Friedman £ FCX BEARRARLS, KE TR EERML LI .. Gil AR R ZE SR H
SEIRIREE, B R 17,

Table 17. Mean rank statistics of each factor

# 17. EEEFHRG

RSN SRR
BRI T TR I 3.65
B o (R 1) 75 SR 3.45
FRATUALRE ) 1T 2 R P 2.95
Aok B R R AL LR 2.57
FRARB A T 2.38

Friedman FRFURSE 56 () 3 AR S5 2 500 48 SRk 18 o

Table 18. Parameters of Friedman test
5% 18. Friedman {052

FEAE ®T7 HH P1H
464 221.502 4 <0.001

&
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K P/NT 0,05, RN R EEEAAREZR. SORTHCFIIRE S, —HIASREERE;
MABRFRALZIE =, AT TEINA L, AR LHESRERMI: PORE. PASRIUE
G, WA GERE R WSAEESRRE, FIRMEAN T, ¥ BA R E R RIS R P e84

4.2. BT EMGRENSUERESE

RS DL RIS R KRS R AR BT AR, (RIE 4 23 TEWL IS T
R, B SRR R 19 Fros.

Table 19. Model fit indices
2 19. REWEIER

NFI TLI CFI RMSEA CMIN/DF
0.92 0.93 0.91 0.01 1.73

IS TEbRIA bR, BALE R RIF . MRS AR AHIIE R E I R (0.206) 2 Lk I 55 471 vl 5%
M 758 B2 (—0.324) , il 758 R vy U SO A U 22 (0.473) . /D IR TE J2 5 OR T I SBANG, 5835 % H0°F
B WL TEE. BRI A ERT 2R 5K .

4.3. FLIFKRIASAEGESHT

R FEFZ YR LR T pk 2 DR B 1) LS SR A, ARG £ 1 B BB E S H
W TR E EHR Mo . BFFAE ) Python T HABE jieba HSC/riallEE, X4 38T JUE SC A%
WP RE Y. A 5 it T, SRR,

WRFEAL R 52 AR ATEE , FE 2R R IR AR B WA 2 B, B 505 I R A% O s AR
WKl 2.

EYEH HT w
E uie

" T WWET @

Figure 2. Word cloud diagram

E 2 A=A
MG Z A, ORI ARG AR AR ORI 2R BT RIS S RIE 7 5 ok
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