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1.67 1.68
68.3 68.7
1% 35 30
1% 56 78
/% 36 52
/% 46 52
1% 68 54
1% 55 77
1% 48 60
1% 90 44
4.08 3.51
3.99 1.85
0.92 0.67
0.83 0.56
35%; 11% 35%; 29%
) o (
)
/ 1% 1% 1% / /
1 3.1 54 71 1.53 1.53
2 17.3 23 55 1.61 0. 80
3 27.8 21 49 2.12 0.70
4 24.0 21 40 1.63 0.40
5 14.4 16 34 2.00 0.39
6 9.8 12 40 1.35 0.22
7 2.6 11 50 2.48 0.35
8 1.0 21 53 1.02 0.12
QD)
o Probit o
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Age
Health
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Single
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4
(1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
Happiness + + + + +
+ + + + + + +
Age 0. 006 0.007 0.003 0. 007 0. 007
(0.018) (0.018) (0.019) (0.018) (0.018)
Health 0. 686* * 0.635%* 0.614** 0.627** 0.635**
(0.365) (0.368) (0.367) (0.368) (0.369)
Work -0.227 -0.161 -0.132 -0.158 -0.163
(0.390) (0.383) (0.379) (0.382) (0.379)
Health_work 0. 105 0. 036 0. 005 0.034 0. 036
(0.482) (0.482) (0.478) (0.481) (0.481)
Single -0.665" -0.617" -0.584" -0.614" -0.617"
(0.360) (0.357) (0.360) (0.357) (0.357)
Live -0. 009 -0. 009 0.013 0.114 -0.012
(0.261) (0.261) (0.261) (0. 450) (0.268)
Single_live 0. 390 0.354 0.329 0.350 0. 355
(0.451) (0.456) (0.454) (0.457) (0. 456)
Connection 1.098* ** 1.068* ** 1.O71%** 1.069*** 1. 067 ***
(0.242) (0.240) (0.240) (0.242) (0.240)
Consume -0.039 -0.043 -0.041 -0.044 -0.043
(0.040) (0.039) (0.040) (0.039) (0.039)
Ln_money 0.126™* 0.129** 0.127** 0.125**
(0.142) (0.141) (0.143) (0.143)
Children 0. 050
(0.078)
Children2 -0.098
(0.273)
Son -0.004
(0.099)
_cons 0.132 0. 028 0.083 0. 047 0.032
(1.283) (1.307) (1.309) (1.295) (1.322)
N 417 417 417 417 417
pseudo R? 0. 245 0. 348 0. 350 0. 349 0. 348

* p<0.10 * % p<0.05 * ** p<0.0l.
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Ajust R’
Ajust R? o
5
(0 (2) (3) (4) (5)
Money + + + +
Age —0.056*** ~0.059*** —0.055*** -0.057*** ~0.059* **
(0.019) (0.020) (0.019) (0.019) (0.020)
Health -0.344" -0.331" -0.354" -0.328" -0.299"
(0.231) (0.231) (0.230) (0.232) (0.232)
Jork -0.272 -0.257 -0.284 -0.264 -0.284
(0.251) (0.251) (0.254) (0.252) (0.253)
Single -0.050 -0.044 -0.048 -0.011 -0.020
(0.298) (0.299) (0.298) (0.299) (0.299)
Live 0.585** 0.592** 0. 143 0.182** 0.537**
(0. 266) (0.265) (0.513) (0.503) (0.261)
Grandson 0.736*** 0.726*** 0.738*** 0.609* * 0.754%**
(0.253) (0.255) (0.254) (0.251) (0.253)
Live* Grand -0.684 -0. 668 -0.695" -0.555 -0.703"
(0.415) (0. 420) (0.411) (0. 408) (0.418)
Children 0. 055 0. 029
(0.067) (0. 066)
Children2 0.347 0.259
(0.301) (0.287)
Education 0.247**
(0. 106)
Migration 0.236***
(0.072)
_Cons 5.483% % * 5.483%* % 5.458% % * 5.204%* % 5.438 % *
(1.357) (1.357) (1.360) (1.317) (1. 346)
N 417 417 417 417 417
Ajusted R 0.257 0.258 0.262 0. 380 0. 368

* p<0.10 %% p<0.05 * % % p<0.0l.
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An Empirical Study of the Effect of Children Quantity and Human
Capital Accumulation on Rural Elderly Care in Transition
—A Case Study of Anhui and Sichuan Province

Niu Nan Wang Na

Abstract Based on Becker’s family fertility decision framework this paper analyzes and tests the relationship among number
of children human capital accumulation and rural elderly care using a peasant household’s utility model and survey data from
Anhui and Sichuan Province. The empirical results show that economic support and spiritual solace have more directly effect
on rural elderly care than living care comparing traditional concepts of “raise children to provide against old age” and “more
children more happiness” the number of children does not significantly affect happiness of the elder the quality of children
( human capital accumulation) is the key to the economic support to the elder. Families fertility decision is the result of joint
action of human capital investment and elderly care. This suggests that following reducing of peasant household’s dependence
on children quantity and improving of rural endowment insurance system rural fertility rates can still be maintained at a stable
level even if the one—child policy gradually adjusts. So targeted strengthening public education and skills training in rural are—
as increasing farmers” income and economic support emphasizing on community care and spiritual solace are the effective
measures to improve the situation of rural pension in transition.

Key words Rural elderly care; Children quantity; Raise children to provide against old age
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