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The Impact of Migration Patterns on the Construction of
Rural Migrants’ Information Interpersonal Networks
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Abstract: By using the sampling survey data of national floating population in 2011 and utilizing
the model of the multinomial logistic regression this paper analyzes the impact of migration pat—
terns on the construction of interpersonal networks. The research results manifest that firstly the
willingness to migrate plays a significant role in the process of affecting interpersonal networks
by migration patterns; In addition migration distance and migration scale both have a negative
impact on the two stages of interpersonal networks and the migration time has a positive influ—
ence on the two stages. Thirdly there is little difference among the rural migrants in the con—
struction of primary interpersonal network which presents “involution ”in the group and both
distance and migration time is not significant; However there are some differences among the
group of rural migration in the construction of the new interpersonal network all of the three mi—
gration patterns are significant which is the main reason of the discrepancy of new interpersonal
network. Fourthly education degree employment status and so on significantly affect the con-
struction of interpersonal networks.

Key words: migration patterns; interpersonal networks; rural migrants

e 52



