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The Commercial Sex of Forced Male Bachelors in a Context of Marriage Squeeze:

Results from a Survey in Rural China
YANG Xue—yan ', Isabelle Attané 2 LI Shu-zhuo'
(1. School of Public Policy and Administration of Xi‘an Jiaotong University, Xi‘an Shaanxi, 710049, China;
2. French National Research Center for Demographic Studies (INED), Paris, French)
Abstract: Using the data from a survey conducted in JC District of CH City in Anhui Province, this study analyzes the commercial sex and
condom use behaviors of forced male bachelors in comparison to married men with same ages. It was indicated that in a context of sex
imbalance followed by male marriage squeeze, the forced male bachelors are hard to obtain normal and stable sexual behaviors, there is a
possible increase in the prevalence of commercial sex among those marriage—squeezed bachelors; in comparison to the higher prevalence of
commercial sex among forced male bachelors, the condom use rate is relatively lower, which induces a high risk to commercial sex
behaviors among forced male bachelors. The paper ends with discussions on limitations and future improvement in this study.

Key Words: male bachelors, commercial sex, sex imbalance, marriage squeeze, condom use
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