
26 Вестник Карагандинского университета 

DOI 10.31489/2021Ec1/26-35 
JEL С51, Е24 
UDС 331.5 

A.K. Atabayeva1,*, T.P. Pritvorova2, S.G. Simonov3 

1,2Karagandy University of the name of academician E.A. Buketov, Kazakhstan 
3Tyumen Industrial University, Russian Federation 

1atabaeva@list.ru, 2pritvorova_@mail.ru, 3v.simonova.67@mail.ru  
1https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4644-184 3, 2http://orcid.org/0000-0002-6306-3960,  

3https://orcid.org/0000-0002-7231-2914 
2Scopus Author ID: 55816012800, 3Scopus Author ID: 56166169400 

2Researcher ID: U-7564-2018 

Assessment of non-standard employment as a factor of average per capita income 

Abstract 
Object: Purpose of this paper is to identify and assess the impact of non-standard employment on the income of 

the population in Kazakhstan. 
Methods: For this study, we used methods of statistical multiple correlation and regression analysis based on the 

software package “Data Analysis” offered by MS Excel. We used data from the official website of the Bureau 
of National Statistics of the Agency for Strategic Planning and Reforms of the RK at stat.gov.kz. 

Findings: We have performed a preliminary selection of statistical indicators and determined a group of factors 
(and corresponding indicators) that hypothetically affect the population income for the period of 2004–2018. We have 
highlighted a total of twelve factors significantly affecting the income and grouped them into four groups: employment 
and income indicators, demographic and social indicators. 

Based on the selection of the most significant factors, we have constructed a regression equation that demonstrates 
the degree of influence on the resulting income indicator. Subsequently, we have assessed the obtained regression mod-
el. The regression equation found is significant by the Fisher criterion; all its parameters, including the intercept term, 
are significant by the Student's criterion with a maximum error of 0.049. Autocorrelation of the residues is non-existent 
(according to the Durbin-Watson criterion). The multiple correlation coefficient is 0.99. 

The results obtained can be useful for assessing the effectiveness of various social policy instruments, both at re-
gional and national levels. 

Conclusions: Indicators of employment, average wages, and social benefits occupy an important place in the sys-
tem of indicators of average per capita income. The analysis shows a strong positive relationship between these indica-
tors. At the same time, the overall relationship between changes in indicators of non-standard employment and popula-
tion incomes in the Republic of Kazakhstan appears to be important for a more adequate analysis of the situation. 
A negative correlation between indicators of non-standard employment and per capita income confirms the vulnerabil-
ity and instability of non-standard employee labor relations, and receiving a lower income compared to standard em-
ployment. 

Keywords: Non-standard employment, income, factors, multiple regression, correlation. 

Introduction 
An individual's income is the main source of resources for meeting their most important needs, which 

ultimately has a decisive impact on the level of household well-being. In this regard, identification of factors 
affecting both increase or decrease in income is an important subject of research at all times. 

In the past few decades, non-standard employment has become a stable feature of the worldwide labor 
market. Although entrepreneurs use non-standard employment as a tool to increase business competitiveness, 
on the part of the employee, non-standard employment is often associated with lower incomes and social 
security levels, unsatisfactory working conditions, especially when these employment forms are used by em-
ployers solely for the purpose of avoiding their duties. (Pritvorova, Simonov, Atabayeva, 2020). 

People who find themselves in a situation of unstable employment lose the opportunity to plan their 
budget for a long time, which has negative consequences not only for the individual himself, but also for the 
development of society as a whole (Shelomentseva, Bespalyy, Beisembayeva, Soltangazinov, 2019). 

In our study, we quantify the impact of non-standard forms of employment on average per capita in-
come in households of Kazakhstan. 

                                                      
*Corresponding author.  
E-mail address: atabaeva@list.ru 



Assessment of non-standard employment… 

Серия «Экономика». № 1(101)/2021 27 

Literature review 
Identifying and assessing the impact of factors on household incomes is a classic area of economic re-

search on living standards and well-being of the population (Sen, Sumner, Yusuf, 2020). The decline in the 
living standards causes a prolonged crisis, primarily in the social sphere: a decrease in the quality of educa-
tion, an increase in unemployment and poverty. (Choi, Choe, Kang, 2020). 

Considering income in the context of employment, the researcher Hong Zuo (2016) states that the main 
cause for rising income inequality is associated with the growth of non-standard employment and the in-
creasing wage gap between its standard and non-standard forms. 

With an increase in unemployment, the total income of the society decreases, wage growth stops result-
ing in a reduction in aggregate demand (Sovbetov, 2018, Hillman, 2020). Depressed demand undermines 
incentives for investment and employment leading to slower productivity growth and lower social welfare. 
These processes significantly exacerbate the issues of socio-economic inequality. In this regard, state policy 
requires constructive measures to improve the legal protection of employment, the labor market flexibility 
and the adoption of active employment programs (Vishnevskaya, Zudina, 2020). 

Methods 
The main research method is statistical multiple correlation and regression analysis. 

Results 
The study involved the following tasks: 
 Determination of a group of indicators that have a hypothetically significant impact on the income of 

the population; 
 Selection of statistical data for the period of 2004—2018; 
 Identification of functional relationships between the considered dependent (y) and independent (x) 

variables included in the model; and 
 Verification of the constructed model. 
Since the macroeconomic indicator “income” is determined by a large number of factors simultaneously 

affecting it, we chose the method of multiple regression analysis. This implies constructing a model (Formu-
la 1) and investigating the dependence of the variable y on several independent variables x1, x2, ..., xn. 
The multiple regression equation has the following form: 

 y = a + b1x1 + … + bnxn (1) 

where: 
y is a dependent variable; 
a is an intercept term; 
b1...bn are regression coefficients; and 
x1...xn are independent variables. 
 
The intercept term a determines the value of y at zero values of all factor variables. Coefficients b1...bn 

at independent variables are interpreted as the average change in the dependent variable y with a single 
change in the independent variable itself and unchanged values of all other explanatory variables. 

The null hypothesis is put forward that the regression coefficients are zero, that is, H0: b1 = b2 = ... = 0. 
If the hypothesis is confirmed, then the coefficients are not statistically significant. 

1. Selection of factors for building a model 
For the first step, we have selected and analyzed macro indicators for the construction of a model under 

review for the period of 2004—2018. 
Employment is a universal indicator associated with almost all types of macroeconomic indicators. 

In this regard, employment can serve as an explanatory indicator in relation to one of them, and as a result 
parameter in relation to others. In our study, all types of employment (standard and non-standard) are regres-
sion arguments. Since we are interested in how the model behaves in relation to non-standard employment, 
we assume an inverse relationship between income and all types of non-standard employment. 

Evidently, to improve the dependence and obtain an adequate model, we need to include a sufficient 
number of variables in the regression equation. Since income is a complex indicator that considers the totali-
ty of socio-economic indicators, we shall add social indicators, unemployment and poverty indicators to the 
list of variables. 
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The first group consisted of indicators of non-standard employment, as they are the main object of the 
study. We have selected the following types of non-standard employment for their prevalence: temporary, 
part-time, self-employment, and informal employment. 

The second group of factors under review included private income indicators: average wages and in-
come from property. 

The third group included a demographic indicator: the number of employed and unemployed people, 
which has a direct impact on the income level. As well as the level of youth unemployment and poverty 
(the share of people with incomes below the subsistence minimum). 

The fourth group consisted of social payments: pensions, social transfers (benefits, targeted social assis-
tance, housing assistance, and scholarships). 

Thus, we have put forward a total of twelve indicators as independent variables (Table 1). 

Table 1. Determination of model factors 

Group 
Factor Name 
У Income used for consumption, on average per capita 

Group 1 

Х1 Fixed-term contracts, thousand people 
Х2 Part-time employment, thousand people 
Х3 Self-employment, thousand people 
Х4 Informal employment, thousand people 

Group 2 
Х5 Average salary, tenge 
Х6 Property income, % 

Group 3 

Х7 Employed population, thousand people 
Х8 Unemployed population, thousand people 
Х9 Youth unemployment rate, % 
Х10 Poverty indicators, % 

Group 4 
Х11 Average pension size, tenge 
Х12 Social transfers, % 

Note: Compiled by the authors 

 
2. Checking multicollinearity 
A multicollinearity, that is, the relationship between independent variables is a frequent issue when 

constructing multiple linear regression models using the least squares method. Its consequences can be quite 
serious: 

 High standard errors of estimates, which makes identification of true values of the determined quanti-
ties harder; 

 The accuracy of the coefficient estimation worsens; and/or 
 An incorrect sign for the regression coefficient and others may be obtained. 
In this regard, a carefully check for multicollinearity factors and its elimination before building a model 

is required. For this purpose, a matrix of paired correlation coefficients is used (Table 2). 

Table 2. Correlation matrix 

 У Х1 Х2 Х3 Х4 Х5 Х6 Х7 Х8 Х9 Х10 Х11 Х12 
У 1             
Х1 −0,22 1            
Х2 −0,97 0,31 1           
Х3 −0,73 −0,08 0,80 1          
Х4 −0,96 0,05 0,64 0,88 1         
Х5 0,99 −0,21 −0,67 −0,85 −0,66 1        
Х6 −0,67 0,57 0,76 0,31 0,56 −0,65 1       
Х7 0,95 −0,46 −0,64 −0,62 −0,65 0,63 −0,81 1      
Х8 −0,92 0,51 0,82 0,62 0,80 −0,91 0,84 −0,98 1     
Х9 −0,93 0,48 0,84 0,68 0,85 −0,94 0,80 −0,98 0,99 1    
Х10 −0,69 0,76 0,74 0,39 0,58 −0,73 0,69 −0,87 0,87 0,86 1   
Х11 0,98 −0,13 −0,66 −0,86 −0,67 0,69 −0,62 0,61 −0,89 −0,92 −0,67 1  
Х12 0,94 −0,01 −0,91 −0,88 −0,96 0,97 −0,50 0,85 −0,82 −0,85 −0,60 0,98 1 
Note: Compiled by the authors based on data obtained using MS Excel 
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Tightness of the relationship between the effective feature and one of the factors when eliminating the 
influence of other factors included in the regression equation is characterized by the use of partial correlation 
coefficients. These indicators are used to determine whether a particular factor should be included in the 
model. A criterion for selecting factors is the value of a partial correlation coefficient which is 0.7 or greater. 
Factors that do not meet this condition are not included in the model. 

So, to eliminate multicollinearity, we shall use the method of excluding variables, which consists in the 
fact that highly correlated independent variables (rxixj 0,7) are excluded from the model. In our study, 
such variables are X1, X3, X6, X8, X9, X10, and X12. 

Also, using a partial correlation coefficient, we can rank indicators by the strength of their influence on 
the dependent variable (Table 3). 

Table 3. Ranking factors 

Factors Correlation coefficient value 
X5 Average salary 0,99 
X11 Average pension size 0,98 
X2 Part-time employment −0,97 
X4 Informal employment −0,96 
X7 Employed population 0,95 
X6 Social transfers 0,94 
X9 Youth unemployment rate −0,93 
X8 Unemployed population −0,92 
X3 Self-employment −0,73 
X12 Poverty indicators −0,69 
X11 Property income −0,67 
X1 Fixed-term contracts −0,22 
Note: Compiled by the authors 

 
Next, based on data obtained in Tables 2 and 3, we shall analyze an income’s relationship with the 

above indicator groups: 
1. To start with, we can confirm a noticeable inverse relationship between income and all types of non-

standard employment. Therefore, all correlation coefficients for non-standard employment swing around. 
This means that with the increase in the number of non-standard employees, the income decreases. Under-
employment (−0.97) and informal employment (−0.96) have shown a high correlation with income used for 
consumption. Among all factors, temporary employment has the weakest impact on income (−0.22). Self-
employment has an average correlation (−0.73), but is not included in the model due to high multicollinearity 
with factors x2, X4, X5, X11, and X12. This suggests that it is self-employment that can often be character-
ized as incomplete and informal. 

2. The highest level of correlation is observed between average salary and income (0.99). A positive di-
rect relationship suggests that with the growth in salaries, the average per capita income increases as well, 
i.e., salaries are the main source of income. Property income has a negative correlation (−0.67) and shall be 
excluded due to multicollinearity with variables x2, X7, X8, and X9. 

3. Employed population (0.95) has a positive correlation with income and is included in the model. In-
dicators of unemployment (−0.93, −0.92) and poverty (−0.69) correlate negatively with the income and are 
excluded from the model due to multicollinearity. 

4. Indicators of the fourth group of factors (the average pension size (0.98) and social transfers (0.94)) 
show a strong relationship with the average per capita income. However, due to multicollinearity, social 
transfers are excluded from the model as well. 

Thus, to find a multiple regression, we have excluded the variables more interrelated with each other 
than with the effective feature. After eliminating multicollinearity, the remaining variables show the greatest 
correlation with the productive trait (per capita income). These are variables X2 (part-time employment, 
thousand people), X4 (informal employment, thousand people), X5 (average salary, tenge), X7 (employed 
population, thousand people) and X10 (average pension size, tenge). 

3. Construction of a model 
Now we proceed to building a multiple regression (Table 4) using the “Data Analysis” tool included in 

MS Excel. 
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Table 4. Regression analysis log 

Display of results     
Regression statistics    

Multiple R 0,999    
R Square 0,999    

Adjusted R Square 0,998    
Standard Error 690,811    
Observations 15    

 df SS MS F 
Regression 5,00 2911041200,07 582208240,01 1220,00 
Residual 9,00 4294975,66 477219,52  

Total 14,00 2915336175,73   
 Coefficients Standard error t Statistics P Value 

Y-Interception 41631,29 11068,309 3,761 0,004 
X2 (Part-time employment, thousand people) -3,08 1,19 -2,587 0,044 
X4 (Informal employment, thousand people) -1,42 0,580 -2,448 0,049 

X5 (Average salary, tenge) 0,19 0,050 3,812 0,003 
X7 (Employed population, thousand people) 5,76 1,389 4,145 0,003 

X11 (Average pension size, tenge) 0,23 0,09 2,545 0,045 
Note: Compiled by the authors based on data obtained using MS Excel 

 
Based on the results of calculations in Table 3, let us create a multiple regression equation: 

y = 41631.29 − 3.08 * X2 − 1.42 * X4 + 0.19 * X5 + 5.76 * X7 + 0.23 * X11 

Interpretation of the resulting model: 
1. With an increase in the number of part-time employees by 1 thousand people, the average per capita 

income used for consumption decreases by 3080 tenge; 
2. An increase in the number of informally employed population by 1 thousand people leads to a de-

crease in the population income by 1420 tenge; 
3. An increase in the average salary by 1 tenge increases the income by 0.19 tenge; 
4. An increase in the number of employed people by 1 thousand people increases the income by 5760 

tenge; 
5. An increase in the average pension size by 1 tenge leads to an increase in income by 0.23 tenge. 
6. In the case where all coefficients are zero, the average per capita income is equal to 41631.29. 

4. Estimation of multivariate regression equation parameters 
The most common indicator of the tightness of all regression equation factors’ relationship with the re-

sulting feature is R2, the multiple determination coefficient. The regression statistics in Table 4 show a fairly 
high value of this coefficient of 0.99, which indicates a close relationship of the dependent variable y with 
five indicators simultaneously. 

Evaluation of the reliability of the results of multiple regression and correlation has shown that the ob-
tained regression equation is statistically significant and reliable, since Fobs = 1220 > Fcrit (0.05; 5; 9) = 3.48. 

We estimated the significance of regression equation coefficients using the Student's t Statistics criteri-
on. We compared the observed t Statistics values with the critical value: Tobs > Tcrit = 2.16 for all coefficients. 
This means b1, b2, b3, b4, and b5 are statistically significant. Thus, the null hypothesis (But) is rejected. 

Estimation of model residuals for autocorrelation. 
The presence of autocorrelation violates the premises of the least squares method. If autocorrelation is 

detected, we need to improve the model, that is, exclude autocorrelation. 
Let us check whether the model residuals correlate with each other. To do this, we shall calculate the 

Durbin-Watson statistics using Formula 2: 

ܹܦ  ൌ
∑ሺିషభሻమ

∑ሺሻమ
 (2) 

where: 
ሺ݁ െ ݁ିଵሻଶ is the square of residual difference; and 
ei² is the square of residuals. 



Assessment of non-standard employment… 

Серия «Экономика». № 1(101)/2021 31 

Using the Durbin-Watson critical points distribution table, we obtain the lower (dL = 0.56) and upper 
(dU = 2.21) values of the criterion for m = 5 (number of independent variables) and n = 15 (number of obser-
vations). We then compare the obtained values with those calculated by Formula 2: DW = 2.01 > dL = 0.56, 
and so the Durbin-Watson statistic value close to two indicates the absence of autocorrelation. 

Thus, the absence of autocorrelation confirms the effectiveness of the constructed model. 
Calculation of the Approximation Error. 
The permissible value of the approximation error should be within A ≤ 15%. If A > 15%, then the mod-

el is given a negative evaluation. 
Let us calculate the approximation by Formula 3: 

ܣ  ൌ
∑
หห



 (3) 

where: 
ei are the residuals; 
yi is a dependent variable; and 
n is the number of observations. 
 
Within our study, we have obtained the value A = 2.179. This allows us to conclude that the quality of 

the fit is very good, since 2% of errors in the model is much less than 15%. 
Calculation of the partial Elasticity. 
The partial elasticity is calculated by Formula 4 and shows by how much percent y changes when x 

changes by 1%. All other factors remain unchanged. 

 	Э௫ ൌ
ൈ௫ೌೡ
௬ೌೡ

 (4) 

where: 
bi is the regression coefficient; 
xiavg is the average value of the factor; and 
uavg is the average value of the dependent variable. 
 
We have obtained the following partial elasticity coefficients are obtained: 
Ex2 = −0.12: If the number of part-time employees increases by 1%, then average income decreases by 

0.12%. 
Ex4 = −0.10: If the number of informally employed people increases by 1%, then average income de-

creases by 0.10%. 
Eh5 = 0.6: An increase in average salary by 1% leads to an increase in income by 0.6%. 
Ex7 = 1.44: If average employment increases by 1%, then generally, this leads to an increase in income 

by 1.44%. 
Ex11 = 0.21: If the average pension size increases by 1%, then generally, this leads to an increase in in-

come by 0.21%. 
Based on the results of a regression analysis, we can draw the following conclusions: 
 The multiple regression model we have constructed meets all quality criteria. The significance level 

of regressors is less than 0.05 (P Value), which suggests significance and reliability of the regression coeffi-
cients included in the model. A multiple correlation coefficient of 0.99 indicates that 99% of the model is 
explained by the factors included in it; 

 Employment indicators play a fundamental role in increasing the level of per capita income and, as a 
consequence, the life of the population, which is confirmed by the calculated coefficient of elasticity and a 
high regression coefficient (b4 = 5.76); 

 on-standard employment has an inverse relationship with the income. Declining trends in part-time 
and informal employment lead to higher incomes; 

 The main source of improving the living standards is wages, the labor income, which simultaneously 
reflects the level of material needs of employees. Along with the growth in the rates of labor income in the 
Republic, there has been a steady growth in per capita aggregate income as one of the most important factors 
in raising the level and quality of life. 
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Discussion 
One of the key indicators in a market economy is indicators reflecting the income level (Estrada, 

Xuehui Han, Park, Tian, 2018). The performance of the current income policy can be judged by macroeco-
nomic indicators: employment, wages, and pensions. The income indicator’s importance is explained by its 
relationship with various areas of state life (Chen, Xu, 2017). 

Our data on the negative correlation between non-standard employment and income to some extent co-
incide with the results of a study by Swedish scientists Johansson Sevä and Larsson (2015). They argue that 
non-standard employment may not be equally beneficial for people in terms of their income compared to 
full-time employment. That is, non-standard employment workers may face a much higher risk of poverty 
than ordinary ones. That is correct; there is a negative impact, it is just the share in Kazakhstan is low, so the 
impact on elasticity is not that critical. 

We endorse the statement of A.A. Taubayev, A.A. Legostayeva, G.S. Serikova, and 
Y.D. Orynbassarova (2019) that employment level is an important factor in increasing the living standards. 
To combat unemployment, the state creates new jobs in public areas or pays unemployment benefits, and 
creates various services for these purposes as well. 

Our approach to the use of multiple regression to study the relationship of income with selected varia-
bles argues with the work by I.G. Yershova (2010) who suggests using pair regression for the analysis. In our 
opinion, multi-factor analysis produces a more effective and complex result. 

We are impressed by the opinion of N.T. Vishnevskaya (2019) that non-standard employment needs to 
be regulated to provide those employed in this area with all the advantages of the formal economy employ-
ment. The state needs to develop legal support for all types of non-standard employment at the legislative 
level. Instability of non-standard employment is fraught with negative consequences for both the employee 
and the economy as it reduces the level and quality of life, leads to the expansion of shadow and informal 
sectors, and threatens the safety and health of the population. 

Conclusion 
The results of the analysis show that the use of non-standard types of employment in Kazakhstan at this 

stage leads to some negative consequences, mainly reduction in the population income. Among the ways to 
regulate these trends, the authors propose to focus the state policy on measures to adapt workers to the new 
economic order. Employment management policies should not only consider the development of this trend, 
but also reflect it in measures to regulate the situation on the labor market. 

If today the main goal of state policy is to maintain the stability of employment and prevent the deterio-
ration of a financial situation of employees, in the near future this shall not suffice. The changing conditions 
of economic development give priority to the task of ensuring the conditions of adaptation of workers to 
modern forms of employment in the labor market. This requires not only ensuring the qualitative characteris-
tics of the labor force that meet the needs of the modern labor market, but also achieving a balance of inter-
ests between employees and employers for the optimal use of various forms of employment, where non-
standard labor relations will be given a dominant position. 

Social protection plays a particularly important role for workers in non-standard employment as it al-
lows them to receive a higher level of guaranteed income during the transition between jobs, to compensate 
for low earnings and ensure effective access to healthcare and other social services. It is therefore important 
to consider policy options to reduce worker vulnerability and to see how social protection systems can better 
address the needs and specific circumstances of this group of people. 

We call for an increase of unemployment insurance payments, i.e., fixing the lower limit of payments, 
especially for the pre-retirement age, two to three years before retirement. People of pre-retirement age often 
switch to part-time employment and temporary contracts, and are also candidates for redundancy. 

We suggest an advance notice of the employment services of possible reductions of non-standard labor 
contract employees for an early start of preventive work with them by these services. 
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Халықтың жан басына шаққандағы орташа табысының факторы  
ретіндегі стандартты емес жұмысбастылықты бағалау 

Аңдатпа 
Мақсаты: Мақаланың мақсаты — қауіпті жұмыспен қамтудың Қазақстандағы халықтың табысына əсерін 

анықтау жəне бағалау. 
Əдісі: Зерттеу барысында статистикалық көп корреляциялық-регрессиялық талдау əдістері MS Excel 

бағдарламасының «Мəліметтерді талдау» қолданбалы пакеті негізінде қолданылды. Зерттеудің ақпараттық 
базасы Қазақстан Республикасы Стратегиялық жоспарлау жəне реформалар агенттігінің Ұлттық статистика 
бюросының statgov.kz ресми сайтының мəліметтері болды. 

Қорытынды: Статистикалық көрсеткіштердің алғашқы іріктеуі жүргізіліп, 2004-2018 жылдар кезеңіндегі 
халықтың кірісіне гипотетикалық əсер еткен факторлар тобы (жəне тиісті көрсеткіштер) анықталды. Табысқа 
айтарлықтай əсер ететін 12 фактор белгіленді, олар төрт топқа топтастырылды: жұмыспен қамту жəне табыс 
көрсеткіштері, демографиялық жəне əлеуметтік көрсеткіштер. 

Ең маңызды факторларды таңдау негізінде алынған кіріс көрсеткішіне əсер ету дəрежесін көрсететін 
регрессия теңдеуі құрылды. Алынған регрессия моделі бағаланды. Табылған регрессия теңдеуі Фишер 
критерийі бойынша маңызды, оның барлық параметрлері, оның ішінде еркін термин, максималды қателігі 0,049 
болатын Стьюдент критерийі бойынша маңызды. Қалдықтардың автокорреляциясы жоқ (Дарбин-Уотсон 
критерийі бойынша). Көптік корреляция коэффициенті - 0,99. 

Алынған нəтижелер аймақтық деңгейде де, ұлттық деңгейде де əр түрлі əлеуметтік саясат құралдарының 
тиімділігін бағалауда пайдалы болуы мүмкін. 

Тұжырымдама: Халықтың жан басына шаққандағы орташа табысының көрсеткіштері жүйесінде 
жұмыспен қамту, орташа жалақы жəне əлеуметтік төлемдер көрсеткіштері маңызды орын алады. Талдау осы 
көрсеткіштер арасындағы берік оң байланысты көрсетеді. Сонымен қатар, жағдайды адекватты түрде талдау 
үшін жұмыссыздық деңгейінің өзгеруі мен Қазақстан Республикасындағы халықтың табысы арасындағы кері 
байланысты ескеру қажет. Қауіпсіз жұмыс ставкалары мен халықтың табысы арасындағы теріс корреляция 



A.K. Atabayeva, T.P. Pritvorova, S.G. Simonov 

34 Вестник Карагандинского университета 

қауіпті жұмысшылардың еңбек қатынастарының осалдығы мен өзгергіштігін, сондай-ақ стандартты жұмыспен 
қамтылғандармен салыстырғанда аз кірістердің алынуын растайды. 

Кілт сөздер: қауіпті жұмыс, табыс, факторлар, бірнеше рет регрессия, корреляция. 

A.K. Aтабаева, T.П. Притворова, С.Г. Симонов 

Оценка нестандартной занятости как фактора среднедушевых доходов населения 

Аннотация 
Цель: Основная цель данной статьи состоит в выявлении и оценке влияния нестандартной занятости на 

доходы населения в Казахстане.  
Методы: При проведении исследования были использованы методы статистического множественного 

корреляционно-регрессионного анализа на основе прикладного пакета «Анализ данных» программы MS Excel. 
Информационной базой исследования послужили  данные официального сайта Бюро национальной статистики 
агентства по стратегическому планированию и реформам РК statgov.kz.  

Результаты: Проведен первичный подбор статистических показателей и определена группа факторов 
(и соответствующих индикаторов), гипотетически влияющих на доходы населения за период 2004–2018 гг. Вы-
делены 12 факторов, имеющих значимое влияние на доходы, которые сгруппированы в четыре группы: показа-
тели занятости и доходов, демографические и социальные показатели. На основе отбора наиболее значимых 
факторов построено уравнение регрессии, демонстрирующее степень влияния на результирующий показатель 
доходов. Выполнена оценка полученной регрессионной модели. Найденное уравнение регрессии значимо по 
критерию Фишера, все его параметры, в том числе и свободный член, значимы по критерию Стьюдента с мак-
симальной ошибкой 0,049. Автокорреляция остатков отсутствует (по критерию Дарбина-Уотсона). Множест-
венный коэффициент корреляции равен 0,99. Полученные результаты могут быть полезными при оценке эф-
фективности разных инструментов социальной политики как на региональном, так и национальном уровне. 

Выводы: В системе индикаторов среднедушевых доходов населения важное место занимают показатели 
занятости населения, средней заработной платы, социальных выплат. Проведенный анализ демонстрирует 
сильную положительную взаимосвязь между этими показателями. В то же время для более адекватного анализа 
ситуации следует учитывать обратную взаимосвязь между изменением показателей нестандартной занятости и 
доходами населения в РК. Отрицательная корреляция между показателями нестандартной занятости и дохода-
ми населения подтверждает уязвимость и неустойчивость трудовых отношений работников нестандартной за-
нятости, а также получение более низких доходов по сравнению с работниками стандартной занятости. 

Ключевые слова: нестандартная занятость, доходы, факторы, множественная регрессия, корреляция. 
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