BT A F R E 29 B F 2 4.2017 F 4 A
Journal of Zhejiang University of Science and Technology

Vol. 29 No. 2, Apr. 2017

doi: 10.3969/j. issn. 1671-8798. 2017. 02. 007

|»

PR A A K 28 5 BB M B M i) R A 5

vk
(TR A B 2200 5% B2 e AU 310023)

 E: R TEIRIS BT RS ST, I E VG 5T AR Hh X B By 5 M 0 T e R TR R S B B AR
PEATHAE IR A o SR T 25 00 MR J7 K 6 40 0l LG R IR B B BB PR 5 0 U5 P A Ak R DU A 0 5 SR e Il
VA, 43 B R P B % T M A S e . IR A SR WL RS I M A U A T IR R B AR A R A s AR R R
05 BRI T OIS B AR B M . KR 55 A B T M AR 00 T e e A 2 A R A B
W 75 A0 A3 IR R DA A N 0 500 L S0 i 35 3 1 7 S SR DA R TR G 2 FRAR AN A 7 % 8

KB VHABA AR WS RS R 5 Kl e B 5k s WOt vk

RESES: C92-05 XEtRES: A XEHE: 1671-8798(2017)02-0113-07

Study on aggressiveness of elder single males in
impoverished rural areas of Western China

XU Xiaoqiu
(School of Economics and Management, Zhejiang University of Science and Technology , Hangzhou 310023, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract; With a view to studying aggressiveness and its reasons of elder unmarried males in
impoverished rural areas of Western China against the background of marriage squeeze, this
article first carried out a sampling survey of elder unmarried males, then adopted variance
analysis and chi-square test to compare aggressiveness measurement scores of elder unmarried
males with those of married males, and finally referred to linear regression to analyze the effect
of elder unmarried status on aggressiveness. It is found that poor economic condition and
introverted personality mainly contribute to elder males’ unmarried status, and compared with
married males, elder unmarried males in rural areas have obvious aggressiveness. Considering
the situation that aggressiveness of a large number of disadvantaged unmarried males has posed
a potential threat to the society, the longstanding gender disproportion problem of newly-born
population cannot be ignored and calls for constructive countermeasures.
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Table 1 The social-demographic characteristics of elder single males and married males
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X923 20. 65 0. 000

D% 388(65.5%) 315(52.6%)

SRR R 204(34.5%) 284(47.4%)
T H AR S 38.43(8.14) 32.48(4.69) 15.37 0. 000
ZHERE 308.5 0. 000

Wt 152(25.7%) 7(1.2%)

IR 256(43.2%) 118(20.0%)

] 122(20.6%) 329(55.8%)

wrh/ 41(6.9%) 102(17.3%)

K% 13(2.2%) 26(4.4%)

AR KU 8(1.4%) 8(1.4%)
i1 74,49 0. 000

%4k 432(73.0%) 398(65.5%)

AT T 91(15.4%) 45(7.4%)
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A 36(6.1%) 35(5.8%)
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Table 2 The aggressive comparison of elder single males and married males
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EREEin 9.22(2.17) 8.82(2.39) 0.003 3.001
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Table 3 Multiple linear regression of elder single males
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Table 4 The reasons for the elder single males who fail to find marriage partners
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Table 5 Elder single males perceived changes in psychology and behavior
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Table 6 Elder single males perceived social reaction
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