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3:
2 (N =3 185)
/%
X)) =1(51.4); =2(48.6);
(1) 16-30 =1(33.1);31-45 =2(38.2);46 -60 =3(27.6);61 —65
’ —4(0.8) :66 =5(0.3)
X;) =1(23.1); =2(25.9); =3(52.8)
X)) =1(26.0); =2(74.0)
(X5 =1(5.6); =2(44.1); =3(50.3)
=1(11.6); =2(17.5); =3(66.6);
x) (11.6) (17.5) (66.6)
=4(4.3)
(X,) 3 =1(50.3);4 -5 =2(42.3);6 =3(7.4)
(Xy) 2 =1(52.2);3  =2(19.0);4 =3(28.8)
(X,) 1 =1(8.4);2 =2(52.8):3 =3(38.8)
(X,0) =1(31.9); =2(50.4); =3(17.7)
X,) =1(37.5); =2(44.8); =3(17.7)
X,) =1(78.0); =2(11.6); =3(7.0)
X3) =1(18.8); =2(38.6); =3(13.7)
1) 55 =1(47.2);55-59 =2(27.3):60 =3(19.8);61-65 =
“4(5.0) 366 =5(0.7)
(X5 =1(34.6); =2(50.7); =3(14.7)
=1(53.5); =2(39.1); =3(6.9);
) (53.5) (39.1) (6.9)
4(0.6)
X)) =1(31.4); =2(55.7); =3(12.9)
: 100% .
4.
SPSS19.0 Logistic
(RRR)
3 2
Logit P, P, P,
Pl
P, OP(Y =0 | X) O
logit]T =1In 7H: o +B]1X1 +B]2X2 + o +,81KXK (1)
1 OP(Y =1 |X)0
P, P(Y =2 | X)D
logitpf =1In 7H= a, + By X, + BnX, + ot 4 By X 2)
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<46+ )2017 2
3 (%)
63.3 15.4 21.3 61 16. 6 22.4
64.7 14. 1 21.2 65.5 13.1 21.4
16 - 30 70 14.2 15.8 64.6 16. 8 18.6
31 -45 59.7 15.7 24.6 59.7 15.6 24.7
46 - 60 62 14.5 23.4 65.4 14.3 20.2
61 - 65 80 4 16 68.5 14.7 16.7
66 88.9 0 11. 1 63.9 14.6 21.4
66.2 13.4 20. 4 69. 1 14 16.9
63.5 14.9 21.6 69 12.7 18.3
63.3 15.2 21.5 61.9 16.7 21.4
67.1 15.5 17.4 65.6 13.5 21
62.9 14.5 22.6 59.8 16.9 23.3
58.3 16. 1 25.6 55 64.6 11.9 23.5
63.3 14.8 21.9 55 -59 67.7 15.4 17
65.3 14.5 20.2 60 58.3 20 21.6
59.1 14.1 26.8 61 - 65 62 17.7 20.3
61.1 13.3 25.6 66 54.5 13.6 31.8
65 15.7 19.3 69. 1 12.7 18.2
73.7 8 18.2 62.8 16 21.3
57.1 14.9 28
3 63.5 13.8 22.6
4-5 64. 4 15.6 20. 1 69.9 13.7 16. 4
63.1 15.9 21 58.2 16.2 25.6
65.5 14.9 19.6 53.2 15.7 31
3 64.4 14.7 20.9 44. 4 11.1 44. 4
4 60.9 14.6 24.5 64.1 12.7 23.2
1 70.2 12.5 17.4 65.3 14. 4 20.3
2 64.3 14.3 21.4 57.8 21.6 20.6
3 62.2 15.8 22
4 . 61 —65
1. 693 55 -59
1.688

1.610,
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4 Logistic
1 2 3 4
16 - 30 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000
31 -45 0.550** 0.819 0.534** 0.825 0.538** 0.812 0.510** 0.823
46 - 60 0.603** 0.822 0.571** 0.840 0.564™* 0.826 0.536** 0.789
61 -65 1.076 0.310 1.016 0. 301 1.103 0.333 1.128 0.28
66 1. 860 0. 000 1. 696 0. 000 1. 669 0. 000 1.507 0. 000
1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000
1.288 1. 063 1.349 1. 047 1.267 1.016 1.254 0.991
1.432 1.113  1.517° 1.124 1.418 1. 080 1.336 1.012
1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000
1. 052 1.011 1.082 1. 040 1.152 1. 068 1.097 1.111
1.334"  1.502" 1.360" 1.565° 1.358" 1.569" 1.295 1.510°
1.557 0. 747 1.563 0. 784 1. 697 0. 690 1. 676 0. 598
3 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000
4-5 1.219"  1.312° 1.185  1.315" 1.154 1.246
6 1. 159 1.367 1. 046 1. 306 1.031 1.423
1 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000
2 0. 808 1.020 0.823 1.013 0. 829 1. 000
3 0. 649" 0.926 0.667" 0.930 0.661" 0. 860
1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000
0. 920 0. 937 0. 888 0. 874
1.324**  1.155 1.336** 1.16
1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000
0.781 0.782 0. 696 0. 689
1.840%%  1.479" 1.930** 1.463
1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000
0.561" 0.655  0.534" 0. 639
0. 909 0.575 0. 904 0. 538
1. 000 1. 000 1. 000 1. 000
0. 941 1. 027 0.954 0. 989
0.699" 0.684" 0.717" 0.716
55 1. 000 1. 000
55 -59 1.349"  1.688**
60 0. 835 1.611
61 -65 1.301  1.693**
66 0.551 0. 449
1. 000 1. 000
0.725**  0.931
0.575**  0.752
1. 000 1. 000
0.519**  0.767
0.389** 0.503™*
0.229**  0.323
1. 000 1. 000
1. 180 1.289
0.948  1.610"
72.729 90. 567 132. 429 270. 483
26 38 54 76
R’ 0.027 0.034 0. 051 0. 105
p* P<0.05 * % P<0.01; .
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An Analysis of Factors Affecting the Willingness of Modes of
Endowment for Employees in the Background of Delayed Retirement:

Based on the Survey Data of Ten Provinces and Cities in China
ZHOU Ming HAN Qian-wei
(School of Public Administration Northwest University Xi‘an 710127 China)

Abstract : Previous studies have suggested that individuals families and economic factors are the main factors
affecting modes of endowment and this study adds the expected factors of retirement based on the survey of
10 provinces and cities in China. By using multiple logistic regression models of disorder to test the main fac—
tors that affect employee willingness of the modes of endowment by the empirical test this paper validates the
previous conclusions that age family population and work income have significant influence and also comes
up with the new findings: the selection of delay retirement groups is more inclined to the community care as a
way of life for the elderly. Compared with the employees of the administrative units the employees of the enter—
prises prefer to choose the community care. Therefore the timing of the introduction of delay retirement policy
to consider the construction of pension service system. At the same time it is important to speed up the estab—
lishment and improvement based on the living care and nursing a comprehensive service system including
home service culture entertainment legal consultation education and other functions and gradually establish
a " community — based institutions endowment service system.

Key words:the expectation of delay retirement; the choice of modes of endowment; community endowment

service system



