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Social Support and Quality of Life of the Eldedy in China

Researches outside China show that social support is highly related to quality of life for the older people. Using data
from 2002 China Longevity Survey this paper examines impact of social support, in different dimensions, on quality of
life of the Chinese elderly. Results from stereotype ordinal logit models controlling demographic, social and health char
acteristics demonstrate positive effects of social support on quality of life for the elderly, with social support from differ
ent sources having had affected differently on the elderly quality of life.
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