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Abstract

The migration of college students to study is one of the important forms of population migration in
my country. The local identity of college students is of great significance to the economic devel-
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opment of the university and its supporting cities, and to the emotional exchange between stu-
dents and the place. From the perspective of geography, this study obtained primary data through
questionnaires, and used the Logit model to explore the influencing factors of college students’
school migration and place identity. The study found that: 1) There is no significant difference in
the place identity of college students with different attributes; 2) Whether there are relatives and
friends in Kunming and school life has a significant impact on the formation of college students’
local identity after school migration.
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AR B IR T A0 B . 1978 4, HUJT KR AOERS B Proshansky HSEHEH, A SAHTs
IR BEINFE R — 7, B2 ANTREE dF. 5. MMESER R E, H D AR
ARER o Z )5, Proshansky S57E 1983 A7 N AL & 51 BEMABE OB A2 ORI 7T, SR 7 AR B 454
IS, e NEUREA ST BB, SEHAFIRAL SRS RE . 2006 4F, 55 ) AR T A R R 2 5
N o 77 WA TR 6 IR AEBIE 5 o Bt o BIE S AR G i) 22 T A P B (B Aok U, AERIE 5T Hh A5
P F R RSB B AT = AR K O SE R, IR Sl R IZ A as,  BET oy B AT
THBAL, REPEAMRERER AT

FI AT P 20 305 DA R AT 90 32 B2 2 x5 ARAR A, LERE & F I rh K 22 0 ) 3
JTNF ST 7 S SE R BT, AR AR SR TR 2 R D O R A IS IR M R
TYERE, KT HMITNFEAR SRS BRG] B R . ERETRN R R R R Rl & %
NE, B RERR AR R . EH 1999 Frb H Ay Uk, &EEFEA E GRS
R, REE MG, 2020 FREEEHEERESLOAT] 4002 77, 1B
FHHERR ARUTHEARNOEES, B ooy NDIER M EEFER, RTINS T, &
R 22 A AR C O DR TR 55 THER ISR — 2R AR . R & Wi(Carrus) S5 NFIBE TR R, MR
(3t 75 [ RE % AT S8 T AT T A TR B I SRS B, A N IR 3t 5 A () 2 5 B L o Q00 AN ST
IR FERIAT N1 BEE BRI = 2 H BB K, R AR AR BB g N, s i A 2R i3t 5
[ R 2 R TR st R e . A ST RS A A R EE L. CAHIARY], Mt
ft s S B B AR R E W IEM KR, R HEs N A K TR MR, AT H AL XA
JIBEVRE A 8] 73 A o

T 25T ORI H AT 7 Pl S e i, R e A Bt 17 AN, AAE A b s
Hoy ikt [ERE), SRRE R YE SR E IR S A S R R EE . ARl R TR
AR N O B, T SR BT SR — T &, 2 H] SPSS Geit 7 Ml T Logit #7, LliiPf~7
HIRL AR i AR 3 T R, R s R A e R S ORISR R 3R . W FL S AR A T
KA e ST NI A AE R, A ROh S AR RIS R E, DUV BUR S Al e
BENT A B D SR AL B IR AR I AR 2 I [2]
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2. fARGE
2.1. BUEXIE

AT BRI T i) 36 A 2 SR — F s . ARIEAF AT B, 2T Breakwell AN RS,
Gl H A D% T 1 7 A R CORIF 0 R A B 3 (DR o AARAIE 1) 3 P A BRI R, SRR 21 4y il 3
W AT /NG B T A, CEXT Pl A B AT S RO ARG . AR Tl A o o 0 e R A U 1 R A
WARAGIR 73 I 5, T RRAE 2] 2

TF X0 3 0 A% 6 2 SR FH 2 i R L R, B IE A R, BE YN BN
ZUTE WA SN CHSAE, MR ER. 0. R HERT; 8 N2 Ui A RS L
=B NV ARG s 28 VU4 2 v 0 L B N RIIAR, MBRARRVE | SR 1E . A AU
BB BN AT A . AR FE1E 2 B K245 P SR T BB AL TSR T el 45 379 4y, A= Use el
1 70.2%, BEAMKELRN 2% 10 B0 200 8] 161 43, o5 29.8%, FLUSc[nl (a5 540 4y, HIER RIS 52 B T3]
L, BRI A 508 43, A RRIE 94.1%.

TR, — NG 7 B ALEAT BT 7 AR AR B IX AR b I 58 S s 1) 1 DL b
M REAR SRR 200 DL R, SEATHGE A REMS B R AFRRE A TS . R, AREE A UCOR TR [
MIFEA KR, ZEE BRI T A T 5 (3]

WRAE N DG 22 E, AR EES L T2y E R R R, . AARE . RO
2o Hdp, AR PR X ERERAEE . LA NEE AR, dET . RET RACHIX A
LTE. BRITA. SHE; ERMKARKLAY. LET. mEE. g, 1mg. 8% T
X EFRBIALE . VR R IX S IR T R TR Mt X AR s EE S WA
HERT . SMA: A X EEHNA . T R AR, BRtE. HigE. TEREARKX: Dk
INANHB XA AL HE AAIE FEREA P S8 AT X

Table 1. Demographic characteristics of respondents

= 1. ZIEAOGIFEHE

B AR BRHE LIEAOIN BT/ %
St 222 43.7
e
ELq i 286 56.3
18 ZLLF 3 0.6
R 18~22 % 477 93.9
23~26 % 28 55
TR 428 84.3
ELHA B T K% 19 3.7
BEITIE RS 24 4.7
£ 2 R 13 2.6
BRI 13 2.6
PR R 4 0.8
B ERBE 7 1.4
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Continued
AFHE 481 94.7
3] T A A 25 4.9
LT 1 0.2
Fiht 1 0.2
1000 Jo AR 24 4.7
1000~1500 JG 224 44.1
G 1501~2000 7t 163 32.1
2001~2500 75 68 13.4
2501 okl |k 29 5.7
b X 61 12.0
FAbHn X 16 3.1
— R IX 69 13.6
TR X 67 13.2
FaRHLIX 265 522
FadbHL X 30 5.9

2.2, REBERE

LEMEREAL R A, B, FRNERBE BN SITHERLZ —. EEDSER T, HAR R &
IR RRAL AN B . T Logit BEARTE IR B A e MBI I A T, 18 2 T BE 2 MRS AL 7 43 31 11
J7ERMERAL . A ORHF SR, T Logit BUAIYESULA TR b LU AR MERAY BT R GE, S K B (4]

RS R A TR AT N G N R R 3R T 06 2R, AR U AR B (M e, i
PR I 43 T RE0E X e A 2 A M T A R A S 35 S ) A e (1 AR o), G Logistic [B1VA 531 7 V2 @57 i 1 2
HEI AT R H AR R R 2R R AR R “CH TN A 13 AN BUVE AR R, KT IA
IR AR . F R S Ty R s B (R A 1 A 0, BIIME A EIRME S “17
TR R AR A E T A A T AR SE L FIRESS “07 , R mRE A i A R I A T
T INA . ASHEFE R 7T Logistic [B1A /347 7 ¥E#EAT H0d 404 -

BN RN ITINE” R Y, BHRNER Y NEZEESNEN Xy X X, inER
A WA R A T TN IR P(Y = 1| X, )= P, T2 Logistic [a] )5
p,.=F(Y):F(a+ZﬁI.XI.)=1/{1+esp—(a+2ﬂiXi)}=esp(a+z,Bin.)/{1+esp(a+2ﬂiXi)};

1-p, =1-F(Y)=1-F(a+Y BX,)=1-1/{1+esp—(a+ Y. BX,)} =1/ {1+esp(a+ Y. p X,)} »
i=12vy no

B AR BT R TR T HTT AR B T it T B 2 A FGA R R 2 L
p, /(1= p,) B AT A R AR b Sl RO 5, 13 3wkl £ 7 R Logistic [l VAL e 24 2K

Y=In{p,/(1-p,)}=a+> BX, i=1 2.\ n. (1)

NAF: o NEEOG o AAZENG BNEARERL, KWL A ZREY AN F K
Ji T KR -
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2.3. TERE

T EA A I A F R R R B @ 2 AR B2, AR SUAE S 25 1 A AH S 9 [ ki 1,
B C B RE W, R ER ARG T R A s N e B A i, B AMARRIE . 78 B
B TERE GUE A 5 o Foh, AMARFEAFEME (X)) TR (X)) AR (Xs)s 4 T1(Xe) H A TE T (Xs)
LR, EREEFERMN KX EHAENERX)EE, EABHLARFESZIIXRX) SHY
REAXKo)s T BATBOHRE (X o) FRAEFHRX)ZRE, 611 MREr e A BT 5 I AR R
Wi PR 2R o LA e A 2 A b A R DR R TR L 2% 2.

Table 2. The meaning and assignment of independent variables that affect college students’ local identity

=2 FWERFERGIAENETES X RRE

AR AR A A SRR
P X, 5=1 «£=2
FE# X, 18 FLLF =1; 18~22 % =2; 23~26 % =3
s x FRAE =1 BWHTAY =2, ZEIfEASE =3, ZHRERYE =4
A BUER A =5 ZHTELGAYE =6 ZHERER =7
N - 7
MARFE 5 X, KRVE =1 BERIICE =2; WEBFE =3: Hib =4
s 1000 JGLAF =1; 1001~1500 7€ =2; 1501~2000 7 =3; 2001~2500 JC =4;
PAERRXs s ek =5
. AKX = 1; AKX =2; EAMIK =3; FEHIX —4; FEEHX =5
RN i -6
. LKL =1; =24 =2; 2~34F =3; 3~44F =4; 454 =5,
o~ RNk X, SERLLLE =6
HHEMAER X H=0; & =1
HEIH% X, At =1 —f =2 Htk =3
SRSER X, At =1 —8 =2; Wik =3
TR
EETEGRERE X, AW =1 M =2; W& =3
SRR X, A =10 M =2 Witk =3

24, FERNSKIE

il SPSS25.0 A #E AU UL A i 34T Hosmer-Lemeshow 36, A &EEWE 3 Fin.
Hosmer-Lemeshow £ 5 [ J5 45 15 A W0 B0 05 15 5] S Y 400 A R0 R 4 & AR A0 WL D 54 55 [l D S 7Y
PERGAE . ARBTF p > 0.05 (p = 0.064), FZJEMBBE, BIAHT T —J0 Logit [FIVABERIALA 45
RN

Table 3. Model fitting information
=3 RENESER

Hosmer-Lemeshow £ 36

w77 df Sig.
5.710 8 0.680
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3.1. ARG EHE

3.1.1. AOGeiH#4FEmFE

N T IR BN AL A M A A 2 A N T GE T SRR, T B R e A AR AR AT R S
SHTLFE 4). B 4 TTHL, X5 Xy EREFEMIEMHRE R =0.655,p<0.01), X2HTREHEHEME
JLEMN AR TS E L, R K ZHF AT aEREESA . X5 Xs BERF FEMEXKRFr=
0.104, p < 0.05), UiHHREE AL SEAEROR, HAmBBE. X5 X; 2EEFEMHKKRE =0.120,p <
0.01), BEHHAFEMX Z AIMEEWSHAEZER, WEERNAA—Erntt. X5 Xs 2RENHERX
KR(r=-0.144,p<0.01), RHEE “KEHPEK” HEFRESHEA K.

X, 5 Xe X5 Xs, X655 X5 Xo 5 Xs ZMEABZEMMCM:, RHE—AEn] S M. i
TEREAT 0 Logistic 1AM, NfEibE SR, MR EZ ML, SBRATE X X X5, R
X Xov XeE3MEEZE.

Table 4. Individual characteristic correlations

4. MRFFERXME

X, X, Xs X4 X5 X
X, 1

X, 0.015 1

Xs 0.024 —0.034 1

X, 0.031 0.655" -0.013 1

Xs 0.030 0.104" -0.026 0.067 1

X 0.000 -0.028 0.120" 0.028 —0.144" 1

e T 0.01 AU B EME; T 0.05 AKTCRM) - B H

3.1.2. FRIMHIBRFEMTARER ST

M TR VAR A Bk R A R A AR N RO 119N, o A i S PEREA KL 222 1) 53.6%,
LR A T E AR BN 145 N, S PEREAEL 286 19 50.7%. BUFEARCRERE, LIERA
Homms e T VAR . ARE TR, BRI S HERE, M2 T HERZIFAR
PSR A ) 1 R R o B 7 A R AR LE ISR, ISk A 2 AR i T O AT B e T 2 1k

3.1.3. FEEHBRFEMSINRBRLS

B 1 RS, ARRFRREAER B R AR 18~22 B 28], KT 477 AN T A AR RS R 22 AR 1
WAL E, BRT 18 & LUN i FREASE R, MBI AR LGIA 100% M5 48, HARFER
BRI e s A 7 TR L340 3 50% LA b iR AR 1 75 A T (1 B9 2 30 Hh o 4 1 10 406 K T 4 v 1)
R, X5 R T R LB B A T (B v T A s (R A 8, DR TR SR 2R AR )
R (X)E 2 1(Xg) o
3.14. AEIERBEEFE S ARER I

MRS A AR R (B 2), ABFFRFEAR E Bk T RGHLIX , I5 3] 265 4™, 41 B FEA = 52.2%;
KREERMX ., PR, LXK ER P ERERZ, 53869 N, 67 A 61 A; RAFILHKX
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Figure 1. Local identity of college students of different ages

1. REER BT AR R

AZRAEH X A R D, 2 A B A 10%. BARORE, FEAS AT 2 A 1 AL
FAEA 213 N, HEFEARER 41.9%, KBUAE R ETRSEMEE N ST, SEARANEE .
RSB TS 1 B R 3R A 2 AR A R IR S AN BELAS A F (R 5245, 2016) 7 ik — 2. B4,
KEWARE . WALEE “m@BERE” MR ERER L, 2008 43 AF 40 N, FFEE bt s
A “ R bR RGBS A T A S A e I E BN i E5IR (5], ARE Z R IR
WP, R MM AR Z, A5 23 AL 18 AR 11 N AR H, BT RFEELF
A AR ORI DA 25 R 8 D o B G e e X DG ) 3 9 ) 3 AT ARFALE o

MAS R APt i 1 s A 7 N RIS DU R Bt bt DCOMTPE b3 X g 2228 4, ZRABIX L ek X
gL . PR X AR AR RO T N B R TR BB . BACORE, ST R X AL
2 HZRAC X B i 2 A T N R U A, Ao 37.5%: e, E R HLIX R 2 R 7 A A B v
15 57%. WHI R TR, MR B AN S AR R A B R, I HRI B
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Figure 2. The local identity of college students in different places of origin
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3.2. EREAZERE
HI2E 5 TR, iR AL A B I 2 50 A 3% AR B TR K (X)) 5 R 15 2 NI RCAE B I A (X) Z IRI TG AR
Ktk B, mRSAETE BIEG P ITERN KX 2 EAEMIE RXs) AL 5= - 88 DL 5 2250 #T .

Table 5. Correlation of variables in Kunming

%5 ERBRTEHEXM

X7 X5
X 1
Xs —0.037 1

3.3. EREREERE

B 6 A1, Xov Xion Xiiv Xip ZIHHAERZERAHR KR K, X5 X0 £ RZEMIEAKLKR
(r=0.325,p<0.01); Xo 5 X;; EEFRIEMHKLKRT=0.170,p <0.01); Xo 5 X\, REEFEMIEMHK KR =
0.147,p < 0.01); X0 5 X, BERFMEMAEXRE=0.193,p <0.01); X055 X, ERENEMERLR(T =
0.120, p < 0.01); Xy, 5 X, EEZEMIEMHFKF R = 0256, p < 0.01). ¥l 5 Z I EAA S E D, X
R G E RS, SRR AT . A B AR B LR ME R B Y, KT AR R AR OGO R,
X RE Xov Xion Xi1o BIAIBEHZ R Xov X0 X1y RIRE BT E X, AN#E—PH) —JC Logistic [A]
IH5 AP SR

Table 6. Screening of variables in school
= 6. ARIFRALEME

Xy Xio X X2
Xo 1
X0 0.325" 1
X 0.170" 0.193" 1
X1 0.147" 0.120" 0.256" 1

e THE 0.01 KGN E B,

4. BRE 7
4.1. ERREFEMFIAE Logistic EV353Hr4ER

FIH SPSS Xf % AZ E AT Logistic FIA4M T, fHHBAUG AR 7). B4 7 WA @R AEA
WRAIE fERIENL. FERLENL 3 NMEET, ASEMERX) FRAFERE X)L 2 AN B350
ER AR R TNED, TERI(X) R A TRHL(Xe) 7E RIS (X)X i i 27 A6 1 7 WA TR i 52 i 5 A
.

4.2. ERFEMFIARRERERDE

B AT INRI(Y) S Xy Xov Xov Xon Xgn Xpp FBEHRKIIKREKE, HBTF X X Xeo
X, AR EAE 0.05 PR I/KT FRm AR, Fib RIRE X X ANEE, @7 R A FE(Y)
(¥ Logistic [HJA#AL:  P(Y =1)=—-1.877+0.68X, +0.76.X,, . B —F1EN 60.6%, B HATER] AL ()]
VAR 5o w2 At 7 A R AT SR ERE, AR ES S 60.6% 0 Al RETE 5 S bRt B e — 5.
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Table 7. Model estimation results of the influencing factors of college students’ local identity

% 7. BRFEHTAREME RO G AR

5 44 CIEEY Wi i SE PR @Eiﬁﬁﬁﬁ

-0.127 0.186 1 0.496 0.881

X, -0.033 0.389 1 0.932 0.967
X 0.011 0.069 1 0.878 1.011
X 0.049 0.068 1 0.475 1.050

Xs 0.680 0.204 1 0.001 1.974
X1, 0.760 0.164 1 0.000 2.139
W -1.877 0.963 1 0.051 0.153

HIZE 8 AT SERAETR I OL— BN, A SR B R 2R B A SR E B i o A B 5 T Bt
JiNAE. SRINE RSO B0, s AR R, B 5 8 o 7 A TR

Table 8. Probability distribution of local identity formation of college students
= 8. BRFEMFIARFAEERS

Xll
X7
1 2 3
0 0.247 0.412 0.599
1 0.392 0.580 0.747

5. it 5&N
5.1. &5ig

ARSCRIFH LR 28T R AR, DLt e M A A R A B, R AR I AMARRRAE . 7R R
0L TERNE L = AN 7 T 520 e 2 A 77 A R 2 AN R REAT T Logit BB AR /AT . 25 R R

1) AFJEME A= AR T N FIA A B T SR AN NRHEZH, W mR Rt B
WA FR AR B3, EPER. ER. R . S AR R A k2 1 M 5 I [
FAE N TE N

2) R RNTE R E R G I A R SR R . BRUG T AE RRoR, TE
RIEULRHRE, R ML R R 7 A Fmk 22 < 0.01). —JG Logistic [H[JA5 47
SRR, REA RN RS R AT AR mAH O RECH 0.68, R EMNERNEIKFEETS
T st 77 ] o

3) SRS DU AL AR AR S T A R L R R BRSO, R
TEOUZ KRG , TER AT 1 U e 2 A i 7 AN RIS A AR &2 3% (p < 0.01). 7T Logistic [A1 3434745
TR, AN RS RS ER N E BRI REC 0.76, RIHRMNTE RIS L 5T
LR INEI S
5.2. &l

TR R IR TR A A R T IR T A AN, X 45 T g 5 BeE A AR Rl B
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FERAETE G DU M A AR A R B2 i R 2K . R A I ], RN RBONAME, 2248
VRIS 2 IR I 23 s AR N SBGE 2 213 T AN SCAC AR 3 P (AR B RiALRERS
RO ES), FE A RRAEN, AR TR NS B s iR, A
A PN

2) InaER A R RO R

FEX ERAETE I SRV, AR PRI BRI LY, “REEEEIT AR &
OEEZ, XN LERE SN WHFORIL, AR AR R D B R Sk
B R AT INA, RO BEES A AR “RITEIERE” S R AR A T A . 2R AR
IS R I} 5% AR ) 2 A (7 28 A B BT IEOGPR DL & 22 A R 0 2 2 A R 5, AT e iy
ReEE AR TN

3) R Z TAESL b2

WEFCHR B, KIS TR T 2 15 BE PR AL & 3 10 TARNL & B 20t e A 2R T A R A 5
LR AR B, AERIIRIN S 3] . MRS B B 2R e 7, WA AR AR A
RPN A RIS . IR IR R R A Sk Z S A 2 M2, A2 U0 A 250 RIS
RN CERVEDRNE T FEET. WERIAE LR, 5 DR AR ER ARG, AR
BRI SE S RGREA M AL, AR SR =2 R Mk, BRES IR M2 AR AU A

e HE

5% B AR 4T H (41561031,41761109).2022 4E 5 7= B9 48 HUA [T RFAE AL 4100 H (2022Y015)
B RFECE LI ZRI H (202110673164)

SEEk
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