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Social Network of the Elderly in Urban China:
A Comparison between Migrants and Non — migrants
Zhang Wenjuan Liu Ruiping

Abstract: Employing data from 2014 China Longitudinal Aging Social Survey ( CLASS) this paper
makes a comparative analysis on the social network between older migrants and non — migrants in urban China
in two dimensions of family and friend. Based on that this article reveals the factors influencing the social
network of urban elderly with multiple linear regression model. The results show that religious behavior can
expand family network of urban elderly. Marital status and living arrangements have a greater impact on fami—
ly network of the old migrant than that of the non — migrant elderly. Significant differences in the effect of
hukou on friend network in the urban elderly. In addition the social environment and residential duration
have also significant effects on family network and friend network of old migrant in urban China.

Key words: urban China; migrant elderly; non — migrant elderly; family network; friend network
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