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Sex Imbalance Marriage Squeeze and Labor Market Supply
Wang Linfeng' Yu Lingzheng’ & Jin Zhao
( The Wang Yanan Institute for Studies in Economics Xiamen University';
School of Economics and Finance Huaqiao University”;

Lingnan College Sun Yat-sen University’)
Abstract: The sex imbalance or “female deficit” will profoundly affect both the competition
mechanism between men and women inside marriage market and the supply decision of the labor
market. With the 2005 one—percent population sampling survey data and the 3rd China Women
Status Survey this paper examines the effects of sex structure on marriage market and individuals’
labor market outcome. The results show that higher sex ratio is significantly associated with lower
bargaining power of men in the local marriage market among them the rural males with lower
education are the worst affected. Through the intermediary mechanism of marriage squeeze the
increase of sex ratio in an area will force men to make more efforts in the local labor market.
Consequently the male labor participation rate increases significantly while the female labor
participation rate is significantly lower. The results also show that gender imbalance has brought
“non-abor income effect” and “substitute effect” to female labor supply. This paper provides solid
evidences for assessing the economic impact of gender imbalance as well as insights for new policy.
Keywords: sex ratio labor force participation marriage market relative status
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