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% Yo %

60—70 580 57.6 473 58.0 1053 57.8
70—S80 337 33.5 270 33.1 607 33.3

80—90 87 8.6 64 7.9 151 8.3
90 3 0.3 8 1.0 11 0.6
1007 100 815 100 1822 100

74 7.4 192 23.6 266 14.6

119 11.9 113 13.9 232 12.8

243 24.2 186 22.9 429 23.6

256 25.5 182 22.4 438 24.1

/ 196 19.5 102 12.6 298 16.4

68 6.8 17 2.1 85 4.7

48 4.8 20 2.5 68 3.7

1004 100 812 100 1816 100

N NGO 317 44.2 164 33.2 481 39.7

320 44.5 277 56.1 597 49.2

24 3.4 22 4.5 46 3.8

58 8.1 31 6.3 89 7.3

719 100 494 100 1213 100

524 63.8 334 55.0 858 60.0

105 12.8 186 30.6 291 20.4

161 19.6 56 9.2 217 15.2

31 3.8 31 5.1 62 43.4

821 100 607 100 1428 100
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7

4 0.8 3 0.7 7 0.7
40 8.0 34 8.2 74 8.1
90 18.0 54 13.0 144 15.7
258 51.7 207 49.8 465 50.8
107 21.4 118 28.4 225 24.6
499 100 416 100 915 100
24 4.8 17 4.4 41 4.6
84 16.9 58 14.9 142 16.0
268 53.8 201 51.7 469 52.9
104 20.9 93 23.9 197 22.2
18 3.6 20 5.1 38 4.3
498 100 389 100 887 100
387 21.3 353 22.2 740 21.7
179 9.9 177 11.1 356 10.5
115 6.3 110 6.9 225 6.6
17 0.9 14 0.9 31 0.9
162 8.9 90 5.7 252 7.4
50 2.6 38 2.4 88 2.6
222 12.2 244 15.4 466 13.7
60 3.3 32 2.0 92 2.7
91 5.0 46 2.9 137 4.0
170 9.4 139 8.7 309 9.1
13 0.7 12 0.8 25 0.7
48 2.6 25 1.6 73 2.1
240 13.2 279 17.6 519 15.2
61 3.4 30 1.9 91 2.7
1815 100 1589 100 3404 100
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3 ®
Pearson chi2
142. 805 42.065 94. 862 7.908 26.223 ™ 2.935
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.005) (0.000) (0.087)
140. 065 39. 669 18.806™ 4.840 27.837" 27.617™
(0.000) (0.000) (0.005) (0.089) (10.000) (0.000)
29.618™ 23.905™ 39.538™ 130.208 87.134™
(10.000) (0.000) (0.000) (10.000) (0.000)
91.948 ™ 118.832 64.214™ 130.208 - 247.297
(0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
34.969 108. 883 41.037™ 87.134™ 247.297 o
(10.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000) (0.000)
t* P<0.05 **xp<0.01 *%kp<0.001 n=1822
. ©)
4
(1823) (1007) (815)
Coef P> lzl Coef P>lzl Coef P>zl
60—70 — — — — —
70—80 -0.206 0.093 -0.436™ 0.010 0.023 0.898
80 -0.257 0.189 —-0.666" 0.012 0. 100 0.734
-0.127 0.264 — — — —
0.762 0.358 0.001 0.999 1.697 0.179
0.945 0.225 0.233 0.851 1.908 0.132
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(1823) (1007) (815)
Coef P>zl Coef P>zl Coef P>zl
0.968 0.244 0.405 0.745 1.814 0.152
( ) 1.199 0.152 0.503 0.686 2.208 0.086
1.085 0.201 0.535 0.670 1. 808 0.172
. NGO 0.798 0.626 0.253 0.242 -0.229 0.392
0.362™ 0.010 0.263 0.185 0.358 0.099
0.641 0.086 1.781° 0.019 -0.000 0.999
-0.031 0.903 -0.175 0.596 0.197 0.643
0.341 0.010 0.093 0.626 0.708™ 0.002
0. 000 1.000 1.096 0.585 —-0.060 0.771
0.903 ™ 0. 000 1.097 0. 000 0.570 0.155
Log likelihood -1017.427 -526.893 -475.304
LR Chi2 66. 39 49.87 39.10
Prob > chi2 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000
t* P<0.05 **%p<0.01 #*&kp<0.001
4 o
logistic

[ ”»

logistic

( CHARLS2011)
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Gender Differences in Healthy Level of Urban Elderly

XIONG Yue-gen & YANG Xue
—Empirical Analysis Based on Data CHARLS

( Department of Sociology Peking University Beijing 100872  China)

Abstract: Quantitative analysis of the National baseline data of China Health and Retirement Longitudinal Study
( CHARLS) 2011 reveals that overall and gender differences exist in healthy level of China’ s urban elderly population with
male conditions better than their female counterparts. Based on analysis of socio-economic elements and social policy and
discussions of non-market factors this article holds that the traditional gender role norms form the root cause for gender
differences in healthy level among the elderly while the modern economy-epportunity reward system further deepens the gen—
der differences in healthy levels among the elderly. These differences among urban elderly population reflects the impact of
cumulative effects. Gender role division also has cumulative effects and healthy level is one of the manifestations. With rela—
tively weaker position in the labor market women’ s economic reward is lower than that of men and their housework cannot
receive corresponding recognition yet the loss is projected onto their health conditions so that the healthy level of women
has been lower than that of men. Identification of the root causes can help us truly understand the impact factors and the
effects of gender differences in the healthy level narrow the gap in elderly’ s healthy level and promote the well-being of all
the people.

Key Words: urban elderly; healthy level; gender differences; Chinese Health and Retirement Longitudinal Study;
Gender Role Theory
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