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Abstract

With the deepening of aging in our country, the aging problem comes out suddenly, and the elderly
service facilities become an important part of healthy aging. Using the data of the Chinese Society
of Aging Tracking Survey (CLASS), this paper examines the influence of elderly care facilities on
the health status of the elderly. The following conclusions are drawn from the research: First, the
ownership rate of the infrastructure of the elderly service facilities is not enough to meet the needs
of the elderly. Second, the improvement of elderly care facilities will not significantly improve the

NEF|I M BB FREMRSS BN E R RER LK A D]. 2 ELHTIT, 2024, 11(2): 402-412.
DOI: 10.12677/ar.2024.112057


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ar
https://doi.org/10.12677/ar.2024.112057
https://doi.org/10.12677/ar.2024.112057
https://www.hanspub.org/

FE

physical health of the elderly, and elderly care service facilities can have a positive and significant
impact on the mental health of the elderly. Third, different types of elderly care facilities have sig-
nificant heterogeneity on the physical and mental health of the elderly, and different elderly care
facilities have positive or negative impacts on the physical and mental health of the elderly. Fourth,
the health status of the elderly is not only affected by pension facilities, but also affected by indi-
vidual differences, and the health impact of different groups of elderly people when using pension
facilities is also different.
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TR LERHOT T TS, ST, ACCHET 2018 61 EH4F AL 28 B 7 (CLASS) b, it
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of BB N AT SRRSO GR, I NRFFT, AfE . BRI . kX IR 55 Bt
Rt T S izsl. @5 ERS, UMRZEANSSRRFERIEZT, SEGERHE, Mg sE
CAENBIEBRAT R T 250 N SR R dEdr . BN, ZEEshE. (@5 Rots 8 sh K v nl LARE B
CENBR SR, RS R R TT .

KEAT L EERQOLT)SAEW UK I, th Bt ALIEEC S Z NG RS S A LIS S04 & g
AZ IR E 5N By OB R IR AN R [3] 0 AN ARSI (A [X T 22 i 55 0t $2 A3 (0 A B 5 AL A Al 55 7 2%
AFE, 20 EFE N ARG EE B A A R0 . Fan, ZEmshER T E 2RISR
2, UM EE NI 2 SR B R, T S 32 P SR (4 AR s h g B (3T, kAR AT B
PRBERSAS BB, P OO B A R 45 4 N B ol Rl SR (152t 2 AN [

i UL BB, SCREFRH DUR DU

s 1: FREMSF B2, X Z A N A BR AR B KT A2 B 25 AR S i 2

BBE 2: FRE B AR SR 2 58 N A RGP REA7 45 57 o 1k

BB 3: FREMBBHEEZ , XFZENH LI B A B R 2 .

RS 40 FREBUIAIFPONT 2 A2 N IR0 BRARE FE AT REAFAE 57 o 1k

3. ¥iE, RES5TE
3.1. ¥IREKIE

A SCHE SRR T 2018 4F P E AR A 2B BRI A (CLASS), A BN RO 2 it o 1% 25 R 4
JEZ2 W B AR A 28 ME (BT BIRIX)BHT, AEEEFEE. 95, W), . HraEmvn
. XA O e = 1(2014, 2016 1 2018), MRHAAMFEAEIEIE — /5. %0 H At X FRE R E
RN FEAKCPHRAE T PRI BE SR, HAE T2 Ep I EE A NE MK E O A X, &
T FRE BN E N R R R T . AR SCEIFEAR 60 5 DL EZFE N, # 60 & LT ZH A
RERAR B R B . TERCR R AT AIRR, 193 8171 NME AR A .

3.2. BWENGE

RS TR AR 53 5 2 N A B A RO B B, YR B R, RSO AN
7t logistic [A] AR R 7T 77 8 IR S5 Bt 25 N AR R, A

mmue)=m&;%J:a+2LJpg+2L%L+ﬂi (1)
P RIRNEENERRIL; X RRNE I MEREEE; Z RRBHITE; pRRE I MEARLEEE

(IEA R,y R | MEARIERIR B EHREG o Bonf@BERIUAREET, 1 £RiRZETH.
3.3. TEIEE
33.1. ETE

ARG O T 2R N5 32 IR 55 Wt b 2 48 N AR K ) o {8 A T 20 4 P AR, A St A 3 4
FEFI O PR R T R R AT . AEAEFE R b, CEERE T AR R MR e N
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Wk (R BB, AT Z4F A VAR BE AT &5 A A i, ELAT BB RO AT £ B AU o /1 ol R
BEIEIN 1 (), 2 (), 3 (A%), BJRK BRI ST NG, SR IUEEE Y 7-21
O KAV E 12~21 S X (AL E N L(0BEAERE), 7~11 40X IAEE A 1 (ORAERE), MIE T E4E
A BRI B 156 — F b 2 4F N[0 BRI [7]

ARSC NS PG 10 S 2 B A B O R AR (E F M, 2020) [8]. I, “/s AR AR ? 7,
FEXF 23 FIMB PR ER AR T 1%, 2 BB E LI 0 (), 1 (2). NER A 1 24 B JErh— RS,
T2 BARK LN BB -

332. % E

A EAR R NIIX R LIRS Weit, IR ENEH N —L P g SRR RS SR G TEIR S5 1
Welti(VFUT, 2017) [9]. SCEEIEHL T CLASS #df /% 2018 SR A (& Rl B, A SCEREL T AR 5 2895
MR%s veiti, BAREIEEFIEEE . GG, BRORE) = BHE. S/NE3H. mRZFEAN
FAEAL X A Z 2800, WBE A 1, BN 0. Wide 1 fivR, NS M= ANG 37 R iz X Z 45
NN 3 A5 P 0 8t LA 3R 43 il ik B 41.60%F01 53.56% » HERG (FRIKG) 2= A1 15 = B9 AR ALK,
535124 30.16%F1 20.16% . f B 37 T AL ita (¥ 416 3% M 16.66%, HoAth 2874 (1) 77 2 IR 45 i (1) 4 A5 R AR /D [10].
T M EPRIKF E THAR T 41 X 558 IR 55 Tt 0] 28 8 N A S35 3 B2 (R R, AR SR FH DA R 7 2k S 772
R 55 et L IX F75E R 55 Bt R 7K T F AL XA (1 7% 28 IR 25 WO R SR B R A, 2 s AT FE A
0~6, HUE R AR B AL X 7 2 R 55 Wit /K Pl s FR IR 20 NPT X & 2t A ok, A
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Table 1. Ownership rate distribution of elderly care service facilities

* 1 RERSRERERSH

IR W %%
LEENE 41.60%
18 £ 37 1 i 16.66%
HLRLORRA) 2 30.16%
Kl 20.16%
FEHNEBN 53.56%

333 ITHITE

RGOS SRR L, A% EB A N SRR N hI A &, B i 2 N MRS
b FEEFFAE. AL v A &, Rk, ASCHiE — F =2 A &

B, AMRRGL, BHEER. S, SRR, .

F, FKERRGL, JEAEZHRR A MR EME, EFANT LN RRRELES, ZFENTFLox
LARE B R K EARBR R R[11] o FKEERI AR B2 — ARG R, 3 BR AR IR R B A i &
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Pt ZIA W R BB R 2 AE Nt 2 12 A H BIREAN T 2 i, JER T AEME: RADBEA =0;
KAFH LK =1; §HILK =2; BEZED 1K =3; BREBNEERNEER =4; FRAREK =
5. W RRAMURIRE N T 2 12 A H g8 NIRRT L IR R EE AL, 2845 3 kR AR5
FEAS5y, METERETE 0~25 2 [A], NELSLAFE[12].

B2, e, SR EFFIRAACE RS R

AR R RA ST, Wk 2 FoR:

Table 2. Covariate categories and definitions
2. WEEBHEIIRENX

P A A i 44 R AR A A i S fE N
MR PESI % B =1, &£ =0 0.509 0.5
RN Zor CISHRE =1, Hfh =0 0.694 0.461

AL 25 % gﬁitg 0: A =1 A =2 @l g 0.968

GRS BER  BUTREERE) 71.385 7.337

FEEIRDL JE 2 Ak BREME, 2 =1, & =0 0.124 0.329
TLaHE BER  ARERILT IS 2.522 1.376

BT 72 NE B IREGH T IR T«
I SRR AL SR, T X2 AEE I —IK
FE R S Eew W, JLTERE =0, —FEJLk=1, §AED 6.591 3.931
—k=2, BHZEL—K=3, JLTRKRKR=4.
HU{E i 0~20

R FBEHXEE =S Wi =1, &K =0 0.476 0.499
MANGETIRN  EEAE T FUIRN N EUE 8.23 1.456
R =S REEZAFLEZRES, & =1, &% =0 0.412 0.492

3.3.4. HEMBRE

TEAEF Logit [FA7> T 2 B 75 BT 2 LR PERT G . B AR B TR an AP AE ™ B SR 1, wh 2§38
R SHATEAHER, o RBEREREESTI AU . 77 ZBIKF 7 (VIF) 12 2 & (Tolerance) & th
BUE LR I 7, Wk 3 foR, ATUSIAZE KT 0.1, H VIF /N T 5. XUHATREZ
(B AAAAE 2 A

Table 3. Collinearity test results
3. HEMREER

Bl VIF Tolerance
GRLiliids 1.03 0.97
ISR 2 1.07 0.93

LR E 1.53 0.65
18 £ 35 P Ui 1.3 0.77
B (BRRE) = 1.43 0.70
B 4= 131 0.76
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e
E NGB 1.21 0.83
PES 1.10 0.91
RN 1.54 0.65
SRR 1.36 0.74
R 1.40 0.71
Ja 22k 1.37 0.73
TR 2.86 0.35
R 2.63 0.38
JEAEHLIX B P 1.43 0.70
MNE TN E 1.43 0.70
AN 1.19 0.84

4. SLIFER5TVHS
4.1. SCUFGER SR

FRE M55 VoS 24 N BRI R Un 2 4 Bz, T logit #5878, 70 IFRTT 1 IR =8 IR 55 BUMtixT &
N A 2 (g RO 2R A AR 0 ) S [ 13] LA R 3 Jpll Al v 17 97 2 R 55 Ot ) BV A AT BL AN [ SRR
FRE RSN 25 N A B A BOIR L LA R OB AR BEIR BRI RE R, JE DX L3R A4 7T LS -

s IS BRI 24N R B RO DL I G AR 2 . AR 1] DR HE R RAEAE 1%I02
5%IIKT T, FRE ARG Wit S AT BRI 5 2 NAE B BEIRDUIF A B2 . X458 R E 7R 1.

S B2 b, NOBE TANFIMIRE MRS B, AT ARERIR T IR R S5 BN N A B
REROLZ B (52ma  JE AR T UG, 8 S BB B A5 AE 1% 00K LR35 (@ B3 /st
Jiti5 2 A5 N A B AR BEIR DUAT AR R 25 5, (B P R UK & R N B0 B BRI R TR R FR o A
FRORRRE) ZAE 5% /KT A RE KRR, JFHERBRIEA#EN . ZHEHENEINESIIEZHEN
AR PR R Jo B o . X —SIRIGTE TRV 2, BIARFRIFRE RS WOt 5 2 N A B HOR LA
ANFIFE o

=, KA 3 e logit AR LU, FRE MRS5S BUS ZHE N LB E RERDLAE 1% 7K1 |
A7 535 WIS . JTT 5 2, IR IR 55 0t ) At 2 UK 22 4 N B IR DL A 5 5 AR AR (S 22
TR MR S5 BAF N — AL, 20 A N DB RE™ 4 8. 20 AR L . X —Z5 18 0 1R 3.

S0, B 4 3 At AN EIR R R S5 BRI A OB BEIR DL . ZETESNE . AR ORRRE)
FREINFEEI AL 1% 107K T 83 o Z T3 B E SN SN 48 N0 B BT AR 2 1Y
SN, T BLREORRRE) 2, X2 48 A0 AR BRAT S35 A AR i . B A sl i s AR AR R i LU 2 5205 34
b R AR S B o [ A5 S AT B 17 BT FBE 0T 2 N A0 B RSO 25 HORE » L3R S5 R I0AIE 1RGN 4.

I, SCEARMRM LI TRRARRE, AME KIEM & =R, ZENKEEE AR
DLSTER] S WSERIRDL . SCHRERE SIS ATAE 1% MI/KCF B AR, i S il AR B A 2 48 NS ARy
fit, BEHIZENMAERE IR S HANMARHEE E RN R R ARERE L, JEEZHN ZFENRE
HRREAE 5K/ AT 5 (AN, R 20 24 N B AR B AR R AR M M B 1 AR i 1 oKl
ATUAR A IRRE P 2 A R 25 NI A B ™ A R 5. B2 B, R ZE N 2L
X AR NI AE B R AR T R R IR TR, Ak ORES ] BE S0 X R MRS A RF e . 5.0 B
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FETTH, WSHRIRIL . SCHRRFE DA R AR RS 0T 2 A8 A0 B FRAE 1% 7K B B BB, HAAFR 2
SRR AOREM, T O BR AR e AR MEDIR DL AN R 35 o SRR, A R TR R R R S0 I
HEZ . KEESRIH A, AFHRURE RS 24 OB HEIR DL I 08 A 3 15, (H 7 S IR A 2o
ZENOHBRG AR E YW EAESZRET, ZFEANFERTEOT 25 N0 B FER DU B2 K
FOMR o A S ORI X 22 4 0 B RFER L A B2 AN (2 25

Table 4. The influence of elderly care service facilities on the health status of the elderly based on logit model
Fz 4. BT logit iIRBU N FEZ AR ZIRFEXTZ F AR R HE T

- i 1 iR 2 B 3 T 4
w (A= 2 fge ) (A= 2 fge ) (OFR g E) (‘L HR R FE)
Ei=Aai 0.027 0.082""
(1.437) (5.168)
ZEEEE 0.038 0327
(0.576) (5.716)
e 51 37 B ¥ it 0.251"" -0.035
(3.061) (-0.506)
B FRKS) 2= 0.142" -0.284™"
(2.080) (-4.824)
SETE -0.337"" —0.060
(—4.668) (-0.929)
FEHNEBN 0.041 0.412"™
(0.700) (8.245)
P -0.263"" -0.271"" 0.015 0.027
(-4.773) (-4.893) (0.309) (0.563)
USHRIR I, —0.243™" -0.229™" 0.269™" 0.261""
(-3.272) (-3.074) (4.437) (4.276)
SALFREE 0.112™ 0.116™ 0.151"" 0.137™
(3.567) (3.649) (5.566) (5.035)
SRS 0.027™ 0.028™" -0.027"" -0.026™"
(6.153) (6.208) (-7.408) (-7.015)
JEAE 2 A -0.223" -0.211" -0.143" -0.150"
(-2.261) (-2.131) (-1.744) (-1.817)
T e 0.044 0.051 -0.014 —0.005
(1.266) (1.482) (-0.485) (-0.172)
i e 0.002 -0.001 0.025™" 0.023™
(0.173) (-0.056) (2.693) (2.450)
JEAEHLIX B 0.090 0.079 0.012 0.008
(1.442) (1.251) (0.218) (0.148)
NN SR -0.157"" -0.158"" 0.117™ 0.115™
(-7.250) (-7.190) (6.285) (6.074)
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a7 -0.007 0.012 0.032 0.042
(-0.127) (0.203) (0.636) (0.825)

Gig el 0.554 0.509 0.429 0.250
(1.585) (1.448) (1.467) (0.846)

WLIIE 8171 8171 8171 8171

z-statistics in parentheses. ““p < 0.01, “p < 0.05, ‘p< 0.1.

4.2. REMRE

ASCRH TR ok AT R A B0 (A 36 ). @I [BUASE IR AT AE Y, {8 2R Bl VA SR 5T 57
& IS5 AN 2 AE N AZ TR RIBIE 72 45 AN F I logistic SKAR 78 & Z B (11 0C R4 SR 2 — U . 2tk
[ A 235 R S H R 2 R 5% vt (1 o 2 /b 5 8 A8 NAE B KDL AN 35, (HR IR IR 55 Bt A B i
HEENOEEFCROUA B AR RK R, FIRHESS 7 SCERAENE REF[14].

Table 5. Impact analysis results based on linear regression

F 5. ETEMEENEMOIER

e Al 5 7 6 PR 7 i 8
wH (TR ) (L) (LR { ) (LT )
I Wit 0.005 0.020™"
(1.434) (5.189)
BB E 0.007 0.077"
(0.570) (5.741)
fa 5 37 160 0.043™ -0.008
(3.064) (-0.509)
RO RR ) == 0.025™ -0.067""
(2.106) (-4.831)
R -0.060"" -0.014
(-4.657) (-0.935)
FHNESN 0.007 0.098™"
(0.685) (8.315)
PE5I -0.046™" -0.047"" 0.003 0.006
(-4.784) (-4.888) (0.308) (0.574)
USRS, -0.040™" -0.037"" 0.065™" 0.063™"
(-3.179) (-2.954) (4.492) (4.333)
SCALFRRE 0.020™" 0.020™" 0.036™" 0.032™
(3.618) (3.664) (5.603) (5.047)
S 0.005™" 0.005™" -0.006™" -0.006™"
(6.120) (6.183) (-7.456) (-7.076)
JEAE 2 -0.038"™ -0.035™ -0.033" -0.035"
(-2.299) (-2.125) (-1.730) (~1.800)
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o3

T 0.007 0.008 -0.003 -0.001
(1.203) (1.407) (-0.519) (-0.197)
PR 0.000 0.000 0.006™" 0.005™
(0.243) (0.032) (2.705) (2.465)
JEAEHLIX & P 0.016 0.014 0.003 0.002
(1.446) (1.263) (0.236) (0.158)
N NG TN -0.028"™" -0.028"" 0.028™ 0.027™
(-7.317) (-7.238) (6.329) (6.126)
AR N -0.001 0.002 0.007 0.009
(-0.146) (0.191) (0.625) (0.786)
it el 0.665" 0.656"" 0.601" 0.558™"
(11.088) (10.910) (8.617) (8.009)
WLIAE 8171 8171 8171 8171
R-squared 0.020 0.024 0.046 0.057

5. BURS5EIL

5.1. &g 51tie

B FRENSS BRI A B O AT SRIEA L AT AL EE NI TR MR- PLI S, WS &
DB A R E R YR, SANEEI N FIAF] 53.56% R, S Bt A R &AL, 0N
16.66%. £ L8tk X o/ XA o ISR (7, FRE WM WD BN . X R W] 4l 7R Bt e A
FE—5E R, BIISBhRIRE Bt AT SARR By, T SCA IR AR K i R DR (i SR 97 22 it (1 4 A A
XK. R, EARMRIRE B B b, e HAR i SO IR IR e A R OR i S B0 A o AN, UG
HWEIZHTZ AN 2B

W, FREVWEIIRTIIFA LU ESE 2 N AR BRI, IR IR BN 2240 A R A
R AR R IS, fEFRE MRS It b, BOZEEZENNZHAT R, NEENRMTE N2
Ml ZREMITREMRS, BRI ORSFER . DURAMT 2™ ) A iR AR [15] -

W= ANIFIZEAL IR B AR N AR B RO AR BRI B B T R, AN E 3R RS
O X AN B AR PR 0 PR R A AR AR B AR o LEARRIR Bt e b, N B e A = A
S AR, DU e N AT IS BRAR AR SRR SR [16]

H, ZFENRERARGAMZ PR E WM, 2B MEZE RN, A FRAARE N EH]
FRE VR FERZ I N K, ROZEH A FEZ S AR E . . ZRITRE RS &
B, JFEEE NS 5 R AAEAZAZH,  DA A2 &N IR 75 SRR vy A0 o A S AR
o SAERTBUEH, ZENR@BERDLS A AN Z 2% VIR I[L7]

5.2. BERB

ET UL EBT SR, TSR R BOR AR
B, AICLE SRS E VNG R, IR SRR A R A . H RTBR[E R
LV R R ZREOR, M0 AR A B 5 2 NI ROEAF AL — € BT [18] . BUFHI LA
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FE

TR SR MBI, BURBLZIN R IR E B B NI L, B IR & B RO A R A4
B, JFHE AR RRIAIRRAE, AR R ICEAS 2R 2 SRR R AN i, DU i 2 Z4E N2 4
K

HR, SINASFRSER M IR Beiti, I se e ko5 BO R BB AT 4, IR IR B . (R R BUit
B, H T Y AN R 20 R N R AEAN R A, P AR 3 SR AN [F) R A ) 5% 22 it
Pl oR . fRREORE . REE I EISE, L 22NN T AR RA R TR[19] AN, ROz
HIRE BRI R, B R B R RPN ety TaEtE . EREA R RS R, RS EE N RN N
Tt = 32 A2 o A DXL b B R AR IH R STAE, RIS 5 9738 it R i B B

RJE, EEZFENRREZ R H RS S ASLU R IR B8 NFER A SRR, B E
B SLAR X R E R 55 B B A o BURF AN AL 2 AR AR 2430 20357 SR DURE FE BT H AR SE4,  IF o
BEAFRMAFRE M ST B, LUl 2B EANRT R AFELEMEI AT, AR E e dtReH
W RE, S N A B R [20].
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