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Quantitative Perspective:Chinese Youth Marital Situation’s Comparison Between Urban and Suburb
PENG Da-song
(School of Social and Behavioral Science ,Nan Jing University ,Nanjing , China,210093)

Abstract: The paper discuss several conceptions of late marriage ,elder unmarried youth, lifelong no marriage and based on this
discussion the author compared the status of youth between urban and rural. After the analysis on data which published by au-
thorities , the author conclude that many differences in youth marriage model between the urban and the rural. At the same time
author point that there are also many difference facing the risk of lifelong no marriage between urban and rural ,and then find
out its causes and think deeply in possible sociology consequences.
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