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Heterogeneity Family Support and Mortality at Advanced Age in China

An Empirical Application of Frailty Models
WANG Wei—jin' LU Jie-hua’
1. Policy Research Center Ministy of Civil Affairs Beijing 100721 China
2. Department of Sociology Peking University Beijing 100871 China

Abstract The frailty models indicate the heterogeneity of mortality risks both in male and female at ad-
vanced age in China while female have a much larger individual heterogeneity. Controlling for unobserv-
able heterogeneity within gender respectively the results show that The mortalities of female and male
show a crossover effect The married oldest—old in male tend to have lower hazard rate by 22% =
1—e " compared to those without spouses which indicates a protective effect of spouse/marriage Be-
sides daily care and emotional communication the supervision and feedback on unhealthy lifestyle such as
smoking and alcohol using from children may also significantly increase the possibility of survivals of the
male oldest old. As the social net works and support socio—economic status as well as healthy lifestyle of fe-
male elderly is quite different from the male oldest old neither the protective effects from their spouse nor

from their children is significant in the female oldest old.

Key Words the Oldest Old Mortality Family Support Heterogeneity Frailty Models
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