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Social Survey (CSS2019), introduce income fairness, social security treatment fairness, urban and
rural treatment fairness, economic status fairness, government trust, and life satisfaction as inter-
mediary variables. Based on Bootstrap Mediation Effect Test Method, construct regression among
model social security satisfaction, intermediary variables, and social justice and propose assump-
tions. The results of the study show that for every unit increase in migrant workers’ satisfaction
with social security, their sense of social justice increases by 38.4%; the six mediating variables
have a partial mediating effect on the sense of social justice, with an effect ratio of 33.95%, and the
mediating effect of government trust and social security treatment fairness is the strongest, and
the positive impact on social justice is the most significant; social security satisfaction is signifi-
cantly related to all mediating variables at the 1% level, and it has the strongest promotion effect
on life satisfaction. The results provide reference for the government to explore strategies to im-
prove migrant workers’ sense of social justice through social security satisfaction.
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1. 5l

B EER, REMKRRTED T EGHE B RSB R s R A FRshprBL], #Emanb ik
R T AR O TN R aRAE, i &5 KR R E A TN, H SCETF DOk, o ER R
TIERE H 2500k, 2021 SEeFE AR TR 29,251 A, b FAERN 691 73N, K 2.4%., Hdr, 4k
HARRT 17,172 5N, AMKRRT 12,079 HA ' fESRRMERT, SIS T—EHR2RR TN
M E 3, X HIEAR B T A A R g 2] [3] [4]- (H SodsE BA T AR, R THAT
EASREBARIS] [6] [7]o BEE “TPUHMEI” WEDR, 4R R TRAFR R, MHERARME, RARKRT
(L2 A TIOR3t FE SOG AR R ARG EAE DAL R 2 X

MR RS A RS AR SR . CEMIRRI, J&RAEEMETRS . HLIrEL
TSN E 2507 TR B A A F[8]o GUeRILIH B . £ (R B 28 DA% BE J AN & B R 45 5 R/ A I
RO 2 A TR B2 AU IE M SSE R [9] [10]. KR THIFREMRRIE S HE AT B4 R 7 AEF AT, |
PIARERA RS B AT [11]. IR, AR TS AT BATA — M, LAEREA 1 F R T SRR R R
AR R B I RFAE s 2 s ma R R TR S A R FF BRI L AP [12] [13].

T e R R T S RS, R R TR R 5 RSB IR T SRR N
DA S 55 Bl 2 55 7 TH] AR AS R S5 A 03 = AR DB SRR S 28, IRt 51 T & 2R S AR IR A P ) i
FRDAT S )2 R o RIEA S DU A P OB 78 36 A8, 6 i v A 2R 5 5 T A 5 CSS (2019)
AT AR B T Ak 2 o 2 3 o o 2 A P IR IR 280

2. XERGiRSMRERE

NFJRTIEFTERNEEANE, SFRAAHES G- FEEE, B bniE B I e 2 BN R [14] 0 Ik e ik
TR TR B LA B, R NATTHE TR R 22 SR BO A I 00T B AR 2 AL (KR [15] o Ahes APk
YEZRG R (2021 AR R TR A ) . http://www.stats.gov.cn/xxgk/sjfb/zxfb2020/202204/t20220429 1830139.html.
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W, At

DU RAMRETEA 22 R R B PEE, SARIEGEAIER R, A AA L2 3 SR AL & B4 i,
IR R EIA LS G B[16]. T4t or 2 PR —F N EER AN, PEAI R AT T4t 2 A P FREE, R0
— Pt = A E [T,

FoAt SRR 4 2 0 P IKIR 9% 2 ) R0, A (2016) 42 T SV B b [X F 75 153 HE A 2 i ) 5o A RS T2 25
WA DA I A2 e E A [18]. B A 55 AIXEAS 2£(2018) 24 T CGSS2013 ElEAF H T 9% RIT5%
FE2 (R H X4 2 AP EE IE AT ERI[19]. A LWFCUnE, = 2 i B — e xBk, e fRpn] Ll
RE AR AT, WO SRR A, gt aiam. R m e 1 MR

Bk 1. R TSR R, HA AP .

M RIS B R @S — R E B SR, R — R R A, it a e s “FEdt” .
R (2013) A N 77 2 PRI S ph 2 PRI ] BE IR AFAEAN AP IR, IE AR FARIUAE S /A L DL IR 2 772 2 47
B2 ST T [20] . MR (2019)AFF 71 A B R ) SR FE A F7 2 IR AR BRI 73X P T AL 2 (R B LU A S i A
H4s NIRRT 28.10% [21]0 IX BRI AT IIBGAIE T Ak 2 A Bt 7 B R B AR P A P I STk

G WA BC AT RS AT A M . 52NN (2012) 38R 2 R A 23 70 AL @I 2, AR T
PSRN ZEFEIZ PR, H15 R AR FER, Bl = AUl S oL B, SEGES R R .
WK, AR AR T 2 3 A IR TH[22] o KB A 6 22 (2011) A A AR FHB B S A N,
A — RARRE H 75 SR IR m A S AT [23]. =, SR T AL A A SR . i CER
(2020)45 i Ht = ZBF A S5 A PRI R ZY), JRHARIE WA 2R [24]. 50, %2 2T
IR« AR S5 I8 7 T 22 53 0 AR R AP B 520 o 55 BR T (2015) A BILAF I A 28 ] J R L AE i B R T
5@ RAEFRZAEE FX H R DRIk 2 J& IR 77 2 & Z A& 3 [25]

PACL EoHT, AT IRRR R AE AL 2 PRBE I B AU I TAL S AP R R B R B R AMEH . 35
UEFEH BUR 4 ME

A 20 YOI b DR il 758 P2 R e AR IR Tk 2 P ) — N TR A LA

Bk 3: AARAEIE 2 PR 2 DR Bl 2 BE R A AR IR AL 2 AP A — AN R A HL A

B 4: 02 FFIE AT IERIE FE 2 PRI BERE MR AR R AL 2 AP — N A AL

5 5: BT HIAT 23 IR A 2 O Bl 2 R AR B AL 25 A S I I — S R AL

BURFAG AT A 48 4k 2 B AR T IBURT (1038 B AR FET BURF (328, o IBURF AN B ) o IR AIF 7R 3R 9,
BUR BRI T PS4 2 AP E BB 100 &R - BB AME A J7 (2020) AR BB AT 5 #1423 AP IR En F 4
BT A1) BB RN R 2 RN W 3 HLBON R/ NAHIEE SR ) SI2 58 38 P b 2 DR B bl B2 2 BURF 3 s (55 4T
JEAT D 1778 [26]. R, ATERH N — MBI

B 6: BURAE AT BE 2wk 2 R BReis 2 B s AR R Ak 2 AP IR I — AN R A WL

B ot A 2 DR e 5 R0 A Vi Wl 5 P82 () % R A, SR R R 56 (2006) ik T 2~ S i AR A 19 i 2 B2 VPN R
i, R 2 B IR IEAE K R[27]. FRERZMEIT(013)WF LRI, A TGS 5 R R A
HAREAM KRR hRENRFEMAPREF KR, HSMARER T A0 R,
SEGEAMRITA28]. Fik, ARG MEE:

BCAL 72 AR IE T R R 2 A DR B 758 B R AR IR k2 P ) — N R A L

3. Wit
3.1 BIERERTERE

3.1.1. BEFKIR
A SCHTAE 8 s Sk B AR E A 2RI 4R A B [CSS (2019)]. 2019 AR IFEA B HCA 10,283 4 .
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[RIA A SC ey (AR B R, BT AREAS IR A2 H B WSR3 TAERARA P EEN 1, IR TE 5 04 LA
KB BAFAE R IR JG, A3 1425 MEAREHE

312. TEWE

F—, AR BEALR TS AT, HATE R TR fh 2 2 P B o i i e e 2ok
5% NATTRE 24 RS A P RERE (0 SR . 746 CSS (2019) R A 1~10 23 S el 15 2 06k T4t £ AR 1)
ARG RERSZ, 2H0RE R A Y, HTASCNRICNR R TS AP, X —REY
AR BV s A B T T b2 SR Be sz, b 1 AT A

B, AW BEEEARR TR SRR, RIAH 1~10 75 S B U7 & 04 BUM S AL+
SRBEIRDLAIVPAS, 40 H5080 e 7 Bk

B=, P ERAER: WA TPEFE bR CSS (2019)H ) 18] 47 & % 24 A 28 55 AR 1 Tl N4 R
M PREEEBER A R A2 ORBE A8 A PR AR CSS (2019)HH AT J% M i AR 7R 2 S A h 2 (R i
FRE R ATAREE QAT () f s AE ot ir AP BERFRR A CSS (2019) 1A X H O H BT L 2 2 BT LA 7E
A KARZIREI B 3 2 A58 A T BEAR K CSS (2019)HH 45 5% 24 Ri Ik £ 18] 45368 1 2 PR B2 114 1) 7L
DAL IR B AE R 1~5, S B R DA

FFEUREERE, RAMZ CSS (2019)H il “ & ST RBUFE? 7 H 1~5 7 RoRBUF (S T2
B W FARTEEE, SR CSS (2019)H (a8 “ RSk ul, X AEVE R E M ? 7 A 1~10 /3R
AN R 2 H AR R I AR

S0, ASCERECT VER. R R EEEM. HERE. FIRACTIT). BOATHSR. DL ISR
WAE R AR . B RE R DL EAR R AT AR R A R T AR S A TR, 43I e A B R A g A 2 (R ot
R T A2 SR A PRI Al v, R AR B (I 1 43T L2 1o

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of each variable

= 1. ST SRSt

A h AR FeEAE w/AME BKE TIME FREE

P 5 =1, &£ =0 1425 0 1 0.51 0.500

S oA e 1425 20 71 41.90 11.885

Rk Wik =1, DHRE =0 1425 0.95 0.212

BUA 3R R =1, Hih =0 1425 0 1 0.1 0.301

KbEZE =1, MNE =2, Ft =3,
HERE m =4, & =5, FEERK =6, 1425 0 9 3.57 2.386
KE =7, &% =8, W54 =9

SS TR I ISEEM =1, KRG, FE. B =0 1425 0 1 0.82 0.385
EHAE MW H =1, & =0 1425 0 1 0.15 0.361
FIRN (T TT) HEAE AR 1425 0 800 11.44  27.605
2 e A G 2 1~10 % 1425 1 10 6.41 2.246
NN 3 1~5 % 1425 1 5 2.72 0.878

t SRR I8 A K 1~5 % 1425 1 5 2.80 0.829
2 Fr AP 1~5 %y 1425 1 5 2.49 0.935
28T b BT 4 F= 1EP f f 4,: ZL TSZ 3 1425 1 5 230 0894
B AT 1~5 4% 1425 5 3.52 0.661
VGRS 1~10 4 1425 10 7.00 2.096

FE 2 BRI 1~10 4 1425 10 6.45 1.895
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3.2. Bk
AR A R AR R LA AR, SR 2 Je 2t [ AR A O 3 SEAJT 8 TR o B w2 DR B
JEXT AL A RIER . 38— P BOE AL AL
9
Y:a'li+zb1ijxj+u1i @)
j=1

A Q) S UE AL 2 DR BRI N R R CAL S AFIRAIREIT . Horr, Xo~Xo 70 A A R, R
M BURTHSN. HERE. WSORG, FHEM. FRAT)R 8 MEH R B 2R =, Y AR
RA NP BB BOE R A~Ar
9
Y=a,+) X; +b2i(10)xlo(i) Uy O]

=t

VPRSI S A AT

»

AP i=13] 6. Xi~Xo [ £, Xiony~Xioe RN AT Ao RIEATIE
B AT AT BURHE AR AR TR = X 6 M AR i
R Ja — P IAIEA S DR IR S B R A BRI REM, BT R By~Bg:

9
Yi=a5+ zb3ij X +Us ®
=1
ARE@)F =13 6. Xi~Xo & A o Yi~Ye 73 HARERAT AR B 13X 6 DM/ AE & .
T EHIEIX 6 NMEERH AN, RN Z R IERAES30A 747 Bootstrap %445 (Boot LLCI, Boot

ULCI)F) 95% & {5 XAl & B 58T 0o AR XA A EFEECT 0, W/ N R 25 AR IX R s
0, A REREA G2

4. SCIELERITH
4.1. EVALRIH
S TR0 Y Ac~A, A9 BURE 2 LRI R FE R AL 2 A TR IR AN R 42 2 B

Table 2. Regression analysis of independent variables and intermediary variables on dependent variables
#2 ATE. PATENETEHEIASH

A5 FET A T A, FETA P A, FET Ag FETY Ag PR A,
PET 0.167 0.177 0.162 0.161 0.188" 0.111 0.163"

@ (1.824) (1.952) (1.784) (1.769) (2.046) (1.212) (1.844)
P 0.002 0.002 0.003 0.001 0.001 -0.002 0.002
B (0.313) (0.405) (0.567) (0.231) (0.254) (-0.407) (0.404)
itk —-0.347 —0.344 -0.318 -0.335 —-0.336 —-0.336 -0.306

(-1.632) (-1.635) (-1.512) (-1.588) (-1.586) (—1.598) (—1.496)
HATE 0.113 0.091 0.133 0.143 0.091 0.093 0.056
H (0.727) (0.591) (0.869) (0.929) (0.589) (0.604) (0376)
e R 0.049™ 0.062"" 0.056™ 0.046™ 0.045" 0.039" 0.026
R (2.135) (2.728) (2.470) (2.020) (1.943) (1.732) (1.183)
SRR 0.261" 0.277" 0.267" 0.262" 0.250" 0.243" 0.187
(1.976) (2.118) (2.042) (2.001) (1.900) (1.859) (1.465)

4 -0.216 -0.182 -0.199 -0.214" -0.207" -0.221" -0.169

A= (-1.742) (-1.478) (-1.616) (-1.736) (-1.671) (-1.801) (—1.408)
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Continued
woom MU0 MR m ok om0
wammnzr 000 0N O U0 Gk dome o
KA ‘25225198)
S RIEHEATR 352289)
WG FHBA T (242528)
G ML T ‘Eﬁg
BUFEAT %53234)
A TR ?1.(2).3350*;*)
R 7 0.219 0.234 0.234 0.230 0.224 0.234 0.274
ZH 3.814™ 3.126™ 3.004™ 3.423™ 3.574™ 2.829"™ 2.842"

e T T RIFOR B E RBTE 10%. 5% 1%KE F R, SRR tE, FH.

M 2 R AR, SRR TS, Al Fi. RIEREBGAHSUT A FEBIEAANEE .
BRI AL 2 AP RAE 5%/KF 1R, BUERREMR, oA PEGm . BT HIR 2 AP B F
F, G ENAR TAEEHSAFEER. SREMHES A FBERANEE . FIRANT )2 AF
AT 5% R, IS AR, HALS AR S 7.1%. o CRERH R AL S A
15 1%KF R, HhoRBEHE R S — AN A, HA S A PSR 38.4%, ik 115 EIK5 .
4.2. PRYMIRLE

I 2 BR A~A TIFTE 6 MR R AE S A PRI R AN R, SRR TIE, X6 M
BRI AFBIIE 1%/KF LR, 6 M ABERRI— DALk a AP EAH N 26.9%.
29.0%. 22.3%. 14.9%. 36.5%VL} 23.5%. t—H K, LHFHIALA TIN5 55, K a A
TR E ISR /N s T BURHAS AT BE R4 2GR AR 8 20 P P AN A2 B A RS AR AR AR BE 5, X4
A S S MR A R

W, AEEXPABREPEWAFA? £ 3 PR B~Bs 45 RN, 12 CRERH = X A iR b A
BRIBE 1% EREMG, BAKE, tho R ERA—BAL, AL TS 7.6%, the
TREE AR ARG 5 10.8%, I 2 FHBA TSRS 10.4%, ZFFHIALA TR 8.3%, BUNEEERS
3.6%, AVEIHE TR R 38.2%, T LAAKIIAL S R R BURMS AT BE BRI e 55, 0 AR T T A FE I 5%
M fe i, LA PR e T 2 5K A e B 1 2 T L 2 R BURHS AT 1944 10,61 £i%.

PR AT SO HE A OSEREG J7%:, I Bootstrap 72 FARZEAR 500 WRHEAT FR A kBR85S L
4o SYHTATHIX 6 AR AAE B ) (Boot LLCI, Boot ULCH X [/ ¥ A5 0, A Hdh /Mty B3 . M
A RENAE AE 0.1306, FITA A8 6] PR A8 5 ) A ROV A2 0.3837, i1 v A AR b /451 T 33.95%(1)
ZR(0.1306/0.3837). [Klitt, ASCATEHT 6 A AR BT 22 AT IRAELETR 73 R RS, 6 5 HhA US EE
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H)y 33.95%, Ak L ORIRHH AL —~ N 2 BRAL RSB AT IR 2 1538 TR B UL 2~ IBTBURAE
FEPEIAETR I~ A A TR I RIHLHIAS LOIESE, Rk 2~7 531500

Table 3. Regression analysis of independent variables to intermediary variables
3. BEEXNHPNTERIEIANHR

55 R B, KT B, KR By A B, A By }iT By
BNATIE B ATE W2 HBATE KA PR BUFHEEE  AmnEE

PET -0.038 0.018 0.027 -0.137" 0.154™" 0.018

@ (—0.808) (0.409) (0.553) (-2.918) (4.410) (0.170)
P -0.002 -0.004" 0.002 0.002 0.010™ -0.002
i (—0.650) (-1.827) (0.694) (0.773) (5.162) (—0.294)
Rtk -0.010 -0.098 -0.052 -0.071 -0.290 -0.170
(—0.089) (-0.979) (—0.458) (—0.656) (—0.354) (-0.714)

. 0.082 -0.071 -0.136 0.145" 0.055 ~0.240
R (1.033) (-0.975) (-1.628) (1.821) (0.928) (1.379)
e R -0.050"" -0.025™ 0.013 0.030™ 0.026™" 0.096™"
RS (—4.254) (-2.310) (1.066) (2.526) (2.974) (3.741)
i -0.060 -0.022 -0.007 0.071 0.048 0.315"
BRI (—0.897) (—0.346) (—0.095) (1.045) (0.961) (2.122)
4 -0.127" -0.060 -0.010 -0.062 0.014 -0.202
AN (-2.005) (-1.022) (-0.147) (-0.971) (0.305) (—1.448)
— 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.004™" -0.001 0.004™
FRACITE) (1043 (0.921) (0.096) (4.426) (~0.841) (2.081)
R 0.076™" 0.108™" 0.104™ 0.083™ 0.036™" 0.382""
T (7.481) (11.420) (9.671) (8.122) (4.676) (16.974)

R 7 0.052 0.090 0.065 0.077 0.062 0.194
BH 2.555™" 2.484™" 1.758™ 1.613™ 2702 4135

Table 4. Bootstrap mediation effect checklist
% 4. Bootstrap AR ARLE R

A B Effect (RiRi{H) Boot SE Boot LLCI Boot ULCI
NS e 0.0096 0.0049 0.0013 0.0205
FE o ORI AR I8 A I 0.0158 0.0072 0.0024 0.0307
W2 R B AP 0.0113 0.0061 0.0001 0.0238
200 e Y DA/ Dt 0.0004 0.0045 0.0085 0.0094
BUAEEE 0.0107 0.0037 0.0050 0.0196
AR R 0.0829 0.0123 0.0606 0.1094
Indirect effect (& HF A 2US) 0.1306 0.0145 0.1037 0.1606
Direct effect (B #:3) 0.2531 0.0218 0.2104 0.2958
Total effect (= X8) 0.3837 0.0200 0.3445 0.4230

43. BEMRIE
AT BRI ZE A HER T, A SCE A SPSS AR A LA DS 5 R BT 80% %5 & (N = 1140)/E A

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2022.1110766 7223 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2022.1110766

HEE, B

FRMEVERL G, FEAR SIS A B ORAF ANV 261, FRAE A IR Ag~A; 1 By~Be P55 F AR BRI A AR
X BRI & (R MR8 L K B AR o T AR R AR AN . O T B LR LI SR A R AR A, 3 B MR
6 A 1A O i AR B (K s

Table 5. Robustness test of independent variable and intermediate variable on dependent variable regression analysis

#5 BALE. PNATENETELRFSFTHFREMERE

AR P A T A, AT A, TR A, FET Ag FET Ag R A
, ; 0.381"" 0.374™ 0.3607" 0.369™" 0.3777 0.356"" 0.305™"
I 37 3 =
2 PRI R (17.236) (17.845) (17.026) (17.572) (18.116) (18.587) (13.923)
0.270™
AR
NN 0 (5.112)
. , 0.287""
A L[ Ao SN STZ el
R N E Pl /A D (5.054)
s . 0.224™"
W2 B AP (4.562)
2 b 31 2 I %%n
. 0.362""
BUREAE & (5.178)
s e 0.231™
HETE TR R (10.201)
R 0.225 0.236 0.236 0.233 0.221 0.235 0.270
SR 3.754™ 3.022"™ 3.076™" 3.413™ 3.505™" 2.886"" 2.819™
Table 6. Robustness test of independent variable to intermediate variable regression analysis
% 6. BEZEXNHNETEE AP HHIRREERLE
. A B, PR B, i B, n "
iR B, , ! A N X FET By i Bg
AF i o FHARFRE W2 Ryl 28?151 L 1VA o o
NN e T T B EEE EEEE
, . 0.077™ 0.106™" 0.102"™ 0.082"" 0.035™ 0.383™
P 27, yHs S
PRI 7 5gny (11.430) (9.612) (8.124) (4.535) (16.686)
R 0.051 0.089 0.066 0.075 0.060 0.192
SR 2.534™" 2.449™ 1.762" 1.621" 2.715™ 4.133™

FRl@ A IS, BT A~A; 25 R R AL 2 IR B B 22 A P IBUK IR E 1%K°F 1R, HhasfRis
WEERRE AL, HASAPEIE R 38.1%, AFRFNBEEGIRI— RO L2 AT AR
PR 27.0%. 28.7%. 22.4%. 15.1%. 36.2%LAK 23.1%; A5 By~Bg 44 B omah 2 fo Baiss 5 B A4 T —
AL, WA PR 7.7%, 2 REERRE AR S 10.6%, IR 2 FF8 A PG A 10.2%, ZUTHIAL
AFIERSE S 8.2%, BUNEATERE R 3.5%, A idifia B iem 38.3%, LA b & WU 45 15 5 SUETERS il 22
SAHFEA M RS0 g5 BN S a4 10, RItE i A g PR

5. &it 5N
5.1. EELi
ARHET CSS (2019 %R, @itk R THSREFHREER ST, SIANBRANA TR, o 0rE
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BAVES WMo HEA T, KT AT, BUFGEER UL AEGEREE AT AR, MR AR
M A2 R B S RN HAk 2 PR RUSE, JFR A Bootstrap A 3end o RN EAT ISR . 45 SRR
KRR T S ORBER S BRI — A7, At 2 TS 38.4%; 6 DA ACE X A2 A PRI N
1%/KF EIEfA 2, AP EUREAE R A 2 DRI RS AT A P A RO s P RS Bk — P S
6 AR R AL 2 AP BAFAE R Th A OB, RSOy 33.95%; Ao PRI X T A B AR R
BRIN 1%KT LI %, ARBCHAAR R, A o ORRR I3 T B AR 3t 75 B R e 2 d ot o

5.2. MEREIW

5.2.1. BRRIASRESERNTERT

“CANIA” Ext il FEEAT TR BEUH I B 2R o D 7R RS 2 4 78 o (1 2 DR FEAR R, W R
17 YT BRI AT BOR, AR SRR AT 2 IR AR AR IR Ak 2 RFs R R AT MR, etk 2R
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