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Changes of Living Arrangements and Elderly Mortality Risk

LI Chun—hua LI Jian—xin
Department of Sociology Peking University Beijing 100871 China

Abstract Based on the CLHLS 2002~2008 data this article uses propensity score weighting method and

frailty Cox models to examine the effect of change of living arrangements to elderly mortality risk. Results

show changes of living arrangements affects elderly mortality risk. From co—residence with their adult chil-

dren to non—co-residence with their adult children elderly mortality risk is highest in all change types. Re-

sults also show the absolute values of coefficient in frailty Cox models are higher than those in Cox models.

In this article effect from co—residence with their adult children to non—co—residence with their adult chil-

dren is underestimated while effect from non—co—residence with their adult children to co—residence with

their adult children and always co—residence with their adult children are overestimated.
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