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An Empirical Study on the Influencing Factors of Women’s Social Status: An

Empirical Analysis Based on the Chinese General Social Survey in 2013,2015
Sun Xiaoyu, Zheng Yifang, Xu Jiaxian
(College of Public Administration. Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University. Fuzhou 350002, China)

Abstract: Women’s social status is not only one of the most important signs of social change, but
also a crucial measurement of progress in social civilization. By using the CGSS2013 and CGSS2015,
this paper examined the factors that affected the social status of women from three levels: the social,
family and individual. The study finds that the differences of education level, marital income level,
education level, income, and women’s self-recognition have significant influence on their social sta-
tus. Meanwhile, the influence of couples differences, human capital, and socioeconomic status on
women’s social status has been weakened through two years of data analysis. According to the regres-
sion of urban and rural samples, the social status of rural and urban women has been improved, but
there lies rural-urban difference in women’s social status. Therefore, government, community, em-
ployment, public opinion, family, and individual resources should be integrated, so as to form a con-
certed effort to promote women’s social status.

Key words: women’s social status; influencing factors; society; family; individual



