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Abstract

The satisfaction of energy demand is the foundation of human economic and social development
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and prosperity. Based on the data from the Chinese General Social Survey in 2015 (CGSS2015), this
paper studies the impact of household cooking fuel choice on individual subjective well-being (SWB).
We use a propensity score matching method to address potential selection biases. The results show
that using clean cooking fuel can significantly improve individual subjective well-being by improv-
ing health and increasing leisure time. Group difference analysis shows that, urban or lower in-
come residents can benefit from greater welfare effects from the use of clean cooking fuels. This pa-
per demonstrates that clean cooking fuel plays an important role in improving individual subjec-
tive well-being. The government needs to increase the construction of energy infrastructure and
improve the availability and affordability of clean cooking fuel.
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1. 518

BEYEE 2030 4R AT RFELA FEBRE A% o, i 2036 T 525 B Ry 0 A R J v IR R IR T P B A e o SR BRI
WORLE REVR TG R EG M I S EE AT 7y BG5S 1 [ R AN BE s v S8 i Rl . VB IR
FHIRBOA R A 5, (HREWE BoR, SR 26 L NTESFSHE R ERE]. EAKIEHE
FAHIX, & BRI ALGE ARSI R BLR ™5, 58 R AE R I A K E il T4
DEACF TR B B £ (2] VRN B A G R —, I BRSHREHE SR = 22 K.
FRAEN FE A HE, 2010 Frh [FH 204 4.9 AN g A 1.7 ACIAE RS R sl B . AR4E 2017
FRATH (=R EAOW S & T EHER AR  UYH 44.2%9 42 R SRR D9 (R IO f5 P £ 4 20
BRBEZ ., 23.9% YA R D P I R B 2 —

FEER IR 52 AR . AU RIS A BRI B DA G . % T SRR IR R 22 Je s
FIWEFEIZ A TT e . MWRETINLEIRE , BABORHR B 2 B OR s R Y AN Je Uk, =N ZE RS
Qe FEORIR, R PEEA TG RMEER R, W URBA S AEARMFEI[3] [4] [5]. BLAh, AR
BHOAEFIXTBET 3R R 3 DL PO dr 4 L (R i 1 L 52 )32 53 [6] [7] [8]. [l iR REAS S Ao
PR E Y TOR S e P IROE R UL (ALRI) . A2 R ZE L 8 (COPD) Jl A s S5 IR A 22 [9]. AR
A BN BOA] DL £ AL B0 55 26 I S e 4, 7 AR D I S5 4, (R AEAIRISN
IRl SR DR A ASEIL RS o X TARUONBE AR U, TR EAEIE KA R 55 R, (M AMRAURBE e, 1E
AEROK AR BRI 525 e LA R XU

SR, B W ST AR A TS AR R IR B RN E R, #e52, BAWHTefh Tk
FRBHEFAT R IAR A o B TUA TIOR3 R R RS W MR, WO I (AR ke
AP KRN 8] 54Ky, IR — BRI EAT HA AR PiE s L el b, 3 — 005 B SN N B, Tk
B ATE IO, S BOLAEL AT RS R AL TR, IR RIS, X RN
BEBIF[10] [11] Rpoplh, RFPRRLESAT XS L AT D SR A AOAR A KT I R SE AR AR i . 10 fEN
KRIEREF NI EZ R, TH DFEEAE P B 78 BB AR, [ A S OB P 2 e o
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H TAEBAR N BT R],  BRRERS ARSNGB 2 5 5, b st i 58 B 1)K B a1 7K P [12] [13].

FEFACP ST A N — A HE SR, 3 W2 A0 B R B8 4 1 e B e B AR 3 T A AE A7 R RRAN, A
SE i B AT AT 2 K R AN R RAR R AT (1 BB AR . ASCE 2550 B A (2020) (A 72 [14], R WL SR AR sk
X—fabn g RARFRDKTE . BAr, AR RERACEHEmE R R 2 TN E5. IR
By REEGEH . REDIRIL. AVE WSS, AHR B 0T FEOCE IRERRLE BT N AR RN . R R
V5 PR A B ST B, AT B A A BRIR YA 2% 23 X6 VA B IR A e A s, AR B 7L ok
XFPE R RAT SEUE ERRTES S AT . IEE AR A RR S R T R RN E R AR RS ? g X —
[ J,  ASSCR A [ 25 4R 2 1 A (CGSS2015) ¥t , 72 REA B Fe 4R (i ) 3R A S 2Rt b, Al IR
BIHEPEAT N BRI 8O B FRT B 2 W SEAR BRI S B A2, IR IESR TR AR R 32, DU
TR RIE A A SLECR I e SR A M 3%

SOUE G L, AR SCHITTERTE T 55—, ASCE T 2EMEREGEE, SHER SRR EHERIT N
X R R B AR R 55, VIR R RERISE, HE—D RIE E CE RR F  JE R EW SE AR
R YRR SR =, BRI TIEVE S ORI F 2 J B 3 W SR IR VR AL, AR T4 S 0 e
B WL SR AR B S M SR TE (A T, AR s IR SRR I E B SR 2 S .

ARSI H AR SR HEUN R o B8 304 [m AR SRRk AT R U SEAR R AR DG SOk, R E R
WETH A AT AR FRRE BRAT A0 E SRR AL . S = N B8E . B, SSUEBAAIS T 7
o FEVUH R FAERENE . AFEARENE L AE U] BT AR A PR I S SRS A, B8 A R AR S 1)

M.
2. XBERR SRR 4
2.1. XHRERR

CSERRT RAME—EIESRIAWM B bR, FEA AR AR AN T A T T )
WA, R “ EM AR X8R T8 & [15]. AT 295 2 BT AR A e ok AR, KT
AMETEAEEIKF, 22 A5 RTINS A LR SE R R MR [16]. W SEAR B IR AN A g
FREANA GG R R ) B AR bR, 10 ELR I A L BUR I Y e HEFEFR[17] -

Ji B 32 W0 S AR B K S R TR 38 A SR 78 o R B W SE AR P 2 — M T I &, B AR E
W FE AR AR K 2 BF AL BRI . ISR B i 52 B 238 DR I R SE AR B I (R 2R, XUl
XN S8 3w o B W AR R I B B R 3, HAHXS RN VR I BE B [18] [19]. (H2, WNEH]—
EKFIE, WA SERZ AT EIEZEWIEARKR, ZRRRIE “F48 - R ” [20]. B4k, 2
HO R 3 AR SRS 5 R R T ES M S E TR R . 2 @I 32 m UK T SE A 5 F B
S (i BREOR 100 45 U 0 14 30 TR A K [ 2] o 0 SN A 35 W0 5o 3 [ e (R S A B R B i, AL SR A
AR ACE A, B TS R B SEAR BT B S [22] 0 WS A5 I 2 b PR B P 0 S A K
[23], T4 mBUR =R A NME I SRR Z IR, IR FEREm, (Sl A F[24]. AR
55 (2015) B FL A A FE R S5 IR 8 Bh T RN T BEA A PIE U R R “A AR AR N T
PEARRUREIE F7, BT A A 3 = P AN 2 AR UK [25] 0 0 BR 21 %5 (2019) Fit th A FH FL IR I () AT 23 4 i 3 4
Tt M EARK[26]. Gong et al. (2019)WF LRI, [PRIT 22 A /K P AR B OC &R I BSCEo0 32 W S A B3 A T )
m[27].

FREIR IR RLE BAT i R A W 98 . Hosier et al. (1987)%2 ! I AEVE B 5 1 (Energy ladder
hypothesis)##id 1 BEWSCN SGE B 2 K R, SR JRE RV 75 S [r) B 1y i JoE R 1) R AR [28] o WA )
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FBEAEAEAL T B, e AR HR R AL RER TR, (E R BRSO BN, SRR RE 2 fo P B 37 A
ARIIIREN29]0 RERIN BA R B & IR DR IR MORHE AT NI R R R 2 —, I G A (e
Resal “REVEFNTBL” (K ETF[30]. BEAL, IREEMUBLEFAT 2 BIREIEIN IS NN FRAEMSE ., BRUR L
M55 H AR B A AT WRERCR R RN S AR AR A 3R IR [31] o B 1 HR 35 (2017) I BF FE 3R
DRI A i B (0 A AR BT (E L S AR B IS MR RS AT D7 R [32] . ZE MG AT £33 55 (2018) (1
FERYIGBE AT TNELLE A B0 ARB IR ARG S A A AR ™ 5 2 (KO % 705 it VE BEDR,  [RIISF S84 X ¥ s
PR REIR A I [33] 0 LAk, SREESS R MR SRR SR R 35 M, & AR N S A ) T8 A A% 1 B 2
PREREL, TS AU A5 PR B A R IR s AR [34]

AR SCHRAT R, DA AT FUR i R W S AR IR 22 B AR 2 TERIE I BEAT KR IR R, (Hief
B FERTE MR SR Beon] o R L S AR B2 o RV REIRH 2 AR A S S0 B2, AT B A
DIREVEH B 20V B AR A 7 AR5, (H A T FE i RO T 2 6 R AT ST B A6 5 20 B o 28 T ikt
AR GIN W SEAR X SR AR BRI S AOAR A RONE, XA SRR AT oot i B U S A S )
SOMAIZ — A% Lo 1) EAT WF 7T AEBEA AT FU3R B A B IS AN SRR, X B2 A P SR 2 AR EE,
PN T O OB R AR O A SRR I i) € R A IME I 2%

2.2. gk

1) fiFER

Hh [ IR RRL Y B SR A, AR GRS RIS ENE S R E K, 3 RO H IR R TS Y )
Z X AR A TN 55 50 R, ™ E R S B 1) B O g BRI SEAR IR IS . AHSCHIF AR R, R i5 %
AT R Je RS ) RRER L 32E 1T S i B 1 32 WL S AR R [35] [36] o 2 BE [F A KR F I S0 22 <05 e 0
A N RN BE T 0 ARSI, 5 0 4 I AZ RN B S [37], 1 458 P Vs v 2 AT R R T 5 35 PG
SR LBE T 2R FIG HH A A B R A 26 [38] o MR IRRHI 9 485 K4 H A% BERE IR IV Vil R VR I A8, AT Il se k.
SRR RS T BN BIHERG, BRI AEIRTY So6r BRBE ) IS, (673 DBk S A 75 G 4R B0t i i 38
e, DAPR e U AR

2) Mgz

B AR KPR R, P E YY) GDP RRE K, bR, AN 2 AR R ) R A Uk T
PRI 30 S5 AR W TR 30t SEAR R ) R I R R 3 o O T R SRR B U5 — TURE I 2% JI (M55, X il
JE R PR BTG B BT T o S PR v O SRR T DA 48 2 ) L 38 SO T AR IR 2 57 Bl R s e o, 3RS
S 5 HMA TGN TEE IS, i TAEN i a R T mE RN, #E—DimE R4
WTEL[39]. AHDCHEFE CVAIESE, NI A N A A i8I B 25 5y, o 32 W SE B AU A [40], [
b, VKRR T DG 3 0 R RS Sl ke 3 0 SE A A TR B AR S

3) HIBEMA

J BR[4BT BRAR ) S R BAR , T V7 ¥ MR R o M LASRAS Bl A B0 5, DAL T vt A e
(A P3G 0 T T R A RRE AR, X AR R T T IR RT3 S S 1 2 B2 (M [41] . ARG AR, BRI
WrAE i S A BE RS S W B, T BT 9% 2 AR [42] o BEIR B IR S B N FH - (M g 2 B A
TR, SEEHIE IR 38%, HEH I HED 26%, XS EERE AL B UL [43] . 5 EE REVE Y
TR TH R M AT = R R FH R BAS, FRBE LR BRI 20 R AR S BE08, tHa3nf= IR 1 B
PRI, 3 BRI H R REIRTH 9 s AR B ), (A1 PR A AT T RIS s DR A ) A A
AR

IRERRHE AT N ELE I =AM E N R W A=A, LA 1.

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2022.122052 489 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2022.122052

B3

TE TS R RR i < E= Y

Figure 1. Influence mechanism of clean cooking fuel use on residents’ subjective well-being
L EERERRR A E R =W =R RS il H

3. BIRSH#*
3.1 HIBkiIE

AR AR TR ORI J R WL SEAR IR AR o 2 S A ST Dy i BRI R R 1) B B4R A
2 P LI 75 U AT SRS e, B S B BRI B (CFPS), o [ AR 2R DLZR & 1 & (CSS) Ml
[E £5 54 2 I & (CGSS), SR MIA SO 7 SRAFI T IR RHE 5 15 (A, P [ 25 541 & 1 & (CGSS2015)
HH B REVE R R 0 5 AR 2 ) K BE BT SO VEAR(E R, RIASSCR 2Ot . 1200 H 2 — A2 [E
YRR SREPERIBBTIIR AU, BN R E E T BRI —. T EZE A4 E(CGSS2015)
Ban e 28 NEIMIHBIXEK 478 MIfEZR%, 5204 10968 £, AMEAEE “HE {RSLR” 1
LEITR B

32 HENESTEIRE

OLS #1 Ordered Probit J7 V23248 & E & 40 8 STk i) V2 B [44] [45], EREARB BRI LT,
OLS #1 Ordered Probit {7145 K AHLL, P& AAEIELRLHBL L H5[46] [47]. b, A SCHEHEHE H H 55
o1 [m] A4 78 OLS A1 Ordered Probit {3 (1) [ 45 Y

OLS it i

SWB;; = a + BHCFU;; + ¥ X, + 6, + & Q)
Hodr, ThR I RRE T MED, TR R MK, SWB; B AWM EAREKFE, HCFU,; #oR-A>
N FRCEORL M, X R D AN B 2 0 A R, 6, RoR B MR, & 2REM. R
WHFRQ) S BT R, W] DA SRR SRR = R AR B TR &R

Ordered Probit i i H AR A 40 F
1ify <t
2ifr<y <,

SWB, =13 ifr,<y <r, )

4ifr,<y <r,

5ifr, <y,

Hrp, n<n<n<r, NEHESHL BROVEET R .. SBPEhIRT & IR A, B Ordered Probit
R, MR ORERAE T & SWB,, YR M BRI A ZR(3), FH R A BT A S RIS PRAT N X B A 1
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SWB, =+ BHCFU + X, +5, +¢ @)

IFHRBL R AR — AR B AT BEAF R E N ZE R R AL 15, B NS RE A AL IRt e %
1795 EREARBOKT, AT RER) A o RSt AR SR PRE BN . HLK, R SEARIBOKT AT e 5 i
DA NS, T AT et T RE S R ma S AT, 7 A R R Rl . 1 Ordered
Probit A5k UL B A ] T B AR EALTE, vl RO AR (LI A AL iR L, BAT TR B 170 45 23 UL Fic (PSM)
JIERYE 2 AEVLRC R AR R REAS AT IO XY, 2D PR U B 00 S A ) 22 S Y TR B S o P A2 i e
R -

PRRRE: BERIEWEBBR(OWB). Ji R EERREHEE N i B 20U A i 26 AR A 0 2 As
FERVEA, R E RS REN - IEE R br. FERST, BdRRER SRR, EUONER
G S TR AR RPAF LIRS . 12 R Likert LR, I “HAEHAFAR" “HEBA SR “Ut
AL “CHUBEER” A “AEE AR 2 allEY 1. 2. 3. 4 15, RSO FZ IR 2 Sk
RALHT R R EWEARE, X BEASCHIT T

Bl R R R EMRISREL(HCFU) o SRIEENCF MRS RIS FH X PR 8575 Ge 1) A FE A% S [
PRPRELRITE G RSB T IR BE S R AW A JRASAL I, VPR v B A TR (B U A
VRBIAR A SR o ASSTHIE TG 5 REP R 5 5 1 L AEANS 3G FH RE AP o 48 T ZOAT B, B s AT
SO IEL . ARSI RE BRI RE RS, R ER CREHRRELS RS
ZIEAR . ZAERBEN 0-1 AR HUT &, energy = 1 AACHRA, RPZUiEEAVAAS. KFHAE. RIS
T ICEIREL, energy = 0 Xt 4L, RMISZUTHMMSK. 2hb AL SEE ARk

BRI, EAHRHTTT, AR Fle . DA FEAKT ERRALEN N2 H
=, FREWN . FIEMBEFERTP R, USRS . A S X R 1 A 32 0 e B 3 W A R Y
TR, Hawmifa RIS FAT N . ASCERICMARHIE . FREEFFAE LS X R AE = A28 R 1 42

A
3.3. RS

ASTAUE T BB AR SC R AE A, JEMIBR & A AR MR A, & A58 3618 MHREA, Hr, ff
PR RSB A 1525 A, RIS REF IR 2003 Ao RS bR FEIRBEAS . IR
PEEIREREAR TSR A B EEAR B E SR, Wk 1o P EERN W EAAREAE Y 3.868,
RYIBUF B B B 0 2R AT B m . MR I 0.578, RUIFEA A AT A 2 10 B R
A AR ORE, TR IR RGO frei . eAh, BATER R g h AR R E R
AR ZER, S TEGE ORI B 20 52 A8 BT 22 KT B AR AT RIS v ORI R i 0,128, HE
o R, RIIAREA R B BRI R R .

Table 1. Variable explanations and descriptive statistics
#* 1. TERBMELAMSITE

SRR ARERE IR IR IR
AS LR A5 AR (N=3618)  EHN=1525) (N =2093)
YA ArdEZE MME AR MME AR

ERAERE =1, WRAEE =2, WA EFEEAERE

N A S i e 3.868 0.816 3.794 0.885 3.922 0.758
EREAR =3, W =4, JEEE =5
IR RIS ARV =0, JEVE = 0.578 0.494

4 51 =0, B =1 0.469 0.499 0.472 0.499 0.467 0.499
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RS Ui B AR B & SLPRIE RS 50.957 16.808 53.125 16.242 49.206 17.023
USRI TfE =0, AHE =1 0.882 0.323 0.898 0.302 0.870 0.336
. AR =1, AR =2, —#K =3,
RN N ; 3590 1.068 3.412 1.123 3.714 1.008
e FeR WAidesE =4, /R =5
- WEZLHE =1, NEEWIP =2, &5 =3,
7, 25 T
RHERE SR b =4 2389 0914 2113 0.822 2590 0.926
BUARTHSH s =0, mb =1 0.104 0.306 0.070 0.256 0.129 0.336
K REFNAE FKEERR A= 2.871 1.393 2.811 1433 2915 1.362
EAON E4INSIPN 9.500 1.656 9.030 1.907 9.843 1.346
Ho[X Wi =1, K& =0 0.595 0.491 0.355 0.479 0771 0.421

4, SCIFSEER
4.1, FfEER

2 2 AR TR A P REYEONS R R L SE AR IS ) OLS A1 Ordered Probit B8 (i [al 945 2R,
H1(1)~(3)411 7y OLS it 455, (4)~(6)5 94 F¥ Probit fliih4h . 5 (1) 51 F1 55 (4) S5 S& B IR AL 0T 0
SERRIEEIFEM, S (Q)FIAE G)FIIMAN N EERFAL (AL &, 55(3) 5N SR (6) 1IN N4 173 I8 5E 2K o

EAZES T, HQO)EE)FIEABAY R KUK, SRR E 4. ORI R
FEFTAE R B I, WML RASE . H(6)FIRMI, I SR X s R 2 00 s A
A8 LR, RE08 0.128, Ui HITEGE ORI I BE S 1525 5 v o IR R SE Rk R A
JrD, MERIL ASWRIROL. XL FEEAIIWON . REEMRE. HEREE . BUa SR fE R S AR
I SR AT R s SRR, WTRERIARRE S, X Ak i O MR AT LoV I SE R AR AT AR Y
E77. FhEEMFARBE U7 BKR, FEMEFEN WILAREKT B, 15 02 248 K 1)
ARG W, ATRER MR E ENCEERIAE SN, PRI AR, SRR 1 AR I
Tl B AT AN TAR R 8%, WL EARIERAIR, X S ERISE(2016) OWT FU 45 SR —2K[48]. FKIE AL
N S B SR R AT B3 (PR THME L, XA DN H AT A B 54 Tk & 3 I B s RT3 4k
TRARACT, WK IOBE T At SE AR A PR R R B SE AR B T R R, &
FEAEAR S B e RS2 g e T R AR AR T O J B e KB B DA B8 20 1A R AW 1) T S v R S . 2 BH
R TR SEAR A 1L FAEH -

Table 2. Regression results of the benchmark model

2. FERBEEER

_ OLS Ordered Probit
ya \i
@ 2 ©)) 4) (5) (6)
QT 0.127%** 0.087**=* 0.100%** 0.148%*=* 0.102** 0.128**=*
Heds (4.63) (2.88) (3.23) (3.99) (2.44) (2.92)
PR —0.048* -0.054* B -0.075* —0.085**
(-1.74) (-1.99) (-1.94) (-2.19)
P B —0.031%** —0.030*** 3 —0.044%** —0.044***
N (-6.17) (-6.02) (-6.30) (-6.16)
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Continued
TR 0.000%** 0.000%** B 0.000%** 0.000%**
T (6.81) (6.79) (6.99) (7.01)
- 0.294%%% 0.272%%* 0.407%** 0.383%**
HEIR (5.66) (5.28) - (5.67) (5.25)
, . 0.055 0.069 0.066 0.084
RERN (1.26) (L57) - (1.08) (1.35)
- B 0.170%** 0.172%%* i 0.212%%* 0.219%**
= (3.12) (3.15) (2.81) (2.81)
[ 0.253%** 0.241%%* i 0.317%%* 0.305%*
AEERULE (4.13) (3.91) (3.73) (3.46)
\ 0.112%* 0.126%** 0.179%** 0.206%**
BUATHSR -
(2.37) (2.71) (2.69) (3.07)
U 0.037%%* 0.042%%% 0.050%** 0.059%**
N -
IR (3.64) (4.16) (3.55) (4.07)
. 0.048%** 0.049%** 0.060%** 0.064%**
BN (5.47) (5.57) - (4.97) (5.19)
MK ~0.113%** ~0.099%** B ~0.143%** —0.124%**
(-3.52) (-2.97) (-3.22) (-2.61)
e 3.795% %% 3.639%** 3.352%%%
REOR (182.05) (24.08) (19.69)
48 iy ] 58 BN No No Yes No No Yes
N 3618 3618 3618 3618 3618 3618
R? Pseudo R2 0.0059 0.0485 0.0939 0.0019 0.0208 0.0454

T @ **, xR IERIRAE 1%, 5% 10%4E it /KT E&RZE: @ OLS BMIES N A t i, A FF Probit B S
Wz AE; @ mTRIERE], R ARICHRA T Probit [BHH 4 M) MERAETHE L 2 (5, 4 DR RIS THE LY
1E 1% Geit K1 LR .

4.2. iRS5TE

EIRER T BESZ B P RN R AR PR . BRARASSC IR MR A BE G AR 4 M A2 ) W] e S B W AR
IR, EAESAED TR REAAAE “ BRIER” W, XARE s SEREARIER MR, EATTT,
[ Ak O 2248 MR FAT D0 32 B At R S A (K m] RE bk, S PR 3R W] Bt 2 M 8 B 1 30 52
FaEK. Bln, WK R E REERFEIRELEFAT NI — A RBE R R, [, WK S e R E
RSERR R VIAOS, WS ARCT BABT ) S P TR RS RE, B AT RERAS A ) R 2 AR

B IS BIREAE R i, BF 70 R F ) 4323 VE T (PSM) 7 VERR 315 22 4 UL ISR A e RE AR BEAT RO o AR50
PRSI SEES . ISWRROL. B, BURTH. BECIRIL . FEEALION . FEERRAN AT 4 [X S48
EAFNULECTEAR, X AL BRALAI IR AR AT VLIS, 3E— PR 7T R U S AR SR A 22 IR B 7 ot
PEIERTE R IR . ASCRA IR 7L LR TT 5, BI—X — R id SBILAC . “FARULAC. A% ILRC AT
JR RN Bl VA IL AL .

PSM [T FEVERCR T “ SR AL AR AR R B EHAL , B EER UL HC 5 A R AT 2L AR 8 ] L
AR AR E TR, PRI BT LA PR S0 . DA— X — B <1 UL A1 i Ik 45 SR o
7% 3 WoR, DLECHTACPRA 55Xt AR AR R HUEA BBV, ULHL)S 2 A BRI AR v 22 O 28 0 B 1 (8. 3%
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N 10%. IS T AS I R, VLREC IS AL AEAE R Ve 22 5 o AR BRAUAUR B AL 1 BAT 2 A — AR AL,

FERR S ORL I FEAT 9 b AT U L EE AL

Table 3. Balance test after matching
2 3. [LELER T

—— % E B o (3 T ERL
AT fext N
] REFT A %41 I T P 1
A 0.4668 0.4721 -1.1 -0.32 0.751
5] —-303.0
G 0.4670 0.4455 43 1.40 0.163
i} 49.206 53.125 -23.6 -6.97 0.000
RS 68.1
5 49.21 47.961 75 241 0.016
i B 0.8700 0.8984 -8.9 -2.61 0.009
GS AR -1.3
J& 0.8700 0.8413 9.0 2.64 0.008
i 0.7707 0.3548 92.3 27.70 0.009
Ho[X 99.4
J& 0.7706 0.7682 0.5 0.18 0.854
) B 0.4692 0.5784 -22.0 -6.52 0.000
N R 86.0
5 0.4694 0.4847 -3.1 -0.99 0.322
N Hr 0.2236 0.1344 23.4 6.85 0.000
= 81.8
& 0.2232 0.2395 -4.3 -1.25 0.322
i 0.2246 0.0885 38.1 11.00 0.000
=29 ) 89.5
)= 0.2247 0.2103 4.0 1.12 0.261
} B 0.1295 0.0702 19.9 5.78 0.000
BUATH SR 70.2
& 0.1295 0.1119 5.9 1.76 0.627
) B 0.1166 0.2007 -23.2 -7.00 0.000
LA 94.3
G 0.1166 0.1119 1.3 0.82 0.627
B 0.2241 0.2256 -0.4 -0.11 0.915
— % —-604.1
5 0.2242 0.2137 25 0.82 0.411
‘ B 0.4095 0.3534 11.5 3.42 0.001
s i 83.8
& 0.4097 0.4187 -1.9 -0.60 0.551
i 0.2303 0.1764 13.4 3.95 0.000
1R 84.0
= 0.2300 0.2385 -2.1 -0.66 0.511
N N B 2.9146 2.8114 7.4 2.20 0.028
F R -9.7
5 2.9198 3.0231 -8.1 -2.56 0.010
Hr 9.8426 9.0292 49.3 15.04 0.000
FKEERN 86.8
Ja 9.8423 9.7351 6.5 2.70 0.007
Combination test. Pseudo R2 LR chi2 p > chi2
U 0.160 790.00 0.000
M 0.006 34.23 0.002
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Figure 2. Propensity score distribution: before and after matching

E 2. feisss: ERaMiEika

% 4 FoRVUFH PSM J5 7545 B H AL FRZE P A0 FR S, ATT (Average treatment effect), wJLAE H,
ATT fH7E 0.0778~0.1086 2 [f], HIJFE 10%Giit /K-~ 235, #t—BIuEZ #iA FF Probit 7347 # {4145
B XPREAEAT PSM VLEC S, 45 SATHIR S m I v AR SRR (1 45 FH X Jaa BRE P 32 W = A B Y 355 (1 1 [ 52
T B R VM SRR 0 15 P e 8 2 v TR ) S W SE AR R

Table 4. Robustness analysis: Propensity score matching

F 4 REUS: MRS5S TE

VLHL 7% 4-1FARULHD FARULRL AN Je 2 P [ )3 UL T
R 0.1086%** 0.0783** 0.0778** 0.0840*
HERA (2.80) (2.18) (2.17) (1.83)

AR [ 5 3508 Yes Yes Yes Yes
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4803 [E 5 UM Yes Yes Yes Yes
FEARSL 3615 3615 3615 3615

4.3. SEEREASH

F B ETRE BA BRI £ o EMRIE, IR S RAHE R B RAE TR S A A, ERERON .
it 15 it A T AN RV I B3R EIROR 2200, RBERR IRV SR 7 T B BRI 2 57 . JRuE g, JET
SVAREEAR I 43 A m] RIS VE R ORI 4 F e 08 A e e BRI AR . (2, XA A
i DX DA AN RSN KT R J BRI v s RO (1 8 X G 2 W S A R PR S R R TR AFAE 25 S DB 2
BEXSANRIRAAEREAR,  ARHIE T 17 IR A R R 1 W SE AR R R 5 W 3R AT 0 R AR 23 BT o

1) PR A o b

BEREA SRR PR A AN R R o Aot 215 5 2, Lete A 1921 A, (5 HE 53.10%, S HE41E 1697
N> 15 46.90%. #5445 T OLS 1 Ordered Probit fti tH I FIALE R . HEE(4)~(B) 5 A 455 Rk, f£
FH 75 o8 I SRR L 3 O S A R R PR RO 0.1, %o 54 W SE AR IR I B Ak B 0.154, IITE 5%
GUit K R RE, IGO0 1 F 6 53 P 1 2 W AR KPR THE T BE S B3 . 2l el 4 Rk
B, SRS T v IR SRR 45 B VE R AR RN B w5, X AT REAR TR, T Y SRR R X S M A £
PR R SEAR IR 3 BB R T, T MR A BT 59 R A LA B vy PR AR 155 S P 3 W s A kK
BEMEAKSP, DRI 55 1 s BRIt B v 11 SE A RS

Table 5. Sub-sample regression: female group and male group

F 5. oHEAREYI: LHBES5HMA

OLS Ordered Probit
K b 54 Ktk b 54 itk
€y 2 (3) 4) (5) (6)
Bl TR 0.095** 0.109** 0.100*** 0.111* 0.154** 0.128***

Hevs (2.21) (2.42) (3.23) (1.84) (2.38) (2.92)
8 3 8] L Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 1921 1697 3618 1921 1697 3618

R? 0.1170 0.0892 0.0939 0.0566 0.0441 0.0454

VE: @ **x, xx < RRIRNE 1%, 5% 10%4i 11 /KT LB, @ OLS A S W N t{EH, A5 Probit HHHES
WA zME; ©® BTRIERH, P ARILIRAR Probit BFF 4 M) AEMMGTHELIL 2, 4 AN AERSTHES
7 1%M 40K LB 2.

2) HuIX 325 M

P REAR SR M X R o AR H ST 4, RAETEIRTT A 2154 N, (5L 59.54%, JEATEARFS
fIA 1464 N, b 40.46%. % 6 75 T OLS F1 Ordered Probit it =145 5. H55(4) 51 [ )3 45 5]
S, AP VSRR R B T W SE AR R A B AR 0,110, 7E 10% 4 iH /K FAN R %, BIVE VI
TR R B R T AN B R AR KF . FHEE (B) F [l A 45 S wT %, A3 P V7 Vil I SR Rk R
T 20 J B S W SEAR R VI B3 38R 0147, 7E 5% Gt it /KPR i3, RV il SRkt i 4 o 25 3 m 3 o
HEM AR SRR, 3T A S KRR AR AR i, X TTRE RN, SR
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o s BOARILE - 3pk T Jo B ORTE IR T A BRI SUAN & AR BT, X RSB /5K, A iR
FPRBLAT CABR S SR A A B AT G L, AT 3RAS B i F) W A

Table 6. Sample regression: urban group and rural group

6. HHEAREYI: WHHES RFE

OLS Ordered Probit
£ e} W Ktk ] it stk
€)) 2 (3) 4) (5) (6)
L1 S 3 0.083* 0.114*** 0.100*** 0.110 0.147** 0.128***
Hbﬂﬁ%’é@
(1.66) (2.82) (3.23) (1.60) (2.51) (2.92)
B 173 [ 72 RN Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 1464 2154 3618 1464 2154 3618
R? 0.0931 0.1060 0.0939 0.0483 0.0502 0.0454

VE: @ **x, *x < 0RIRE 1%, 5% 10%4i 11 /KT LB, @ OLS A S W N t{E, A5 Probit HHHES
WAHzE; @ BTRIERH, RAPARILIRARF Probit BTF 4 M) AEMMGHELIL 2 8, 4 AN AERGTHES
£ 1%M 40K LB 2.

3) N b

W 8 PR AR K B2 AE N 22 0 R N L (KT 30000 7). HESIRL41(8000 JG~30000 JT)
BRI (/T 8000 7t), mUNZLFEAT 807 N, 7Lk 22.31%, &R NALFEAA 1741 A, 7 LL 48.12%,
IR NZA 1070 A, (5H 29.57%. % 7 4% T OLS 1 Ordered Probit ffiit 45 5. H1%5(4)%1 0] 545 ]
F, A3 RS R RO R AR R A PR N 0.228, 1E 1%MIGH K R, fEH
TV IR AR R S USON B B 2 I SE AR R I PR RGRE 0.133, 7 5% GE i /K R R, Tl A IS v
SRR BN B T W AR B 3R TR AN . RN E S R B, IS IR SRR X R
F W SEAR A R AR AR ZE S, T T SRR e % I 3 SR IR USON A S RN R 20
AR, HARON R B RS R B SE AR N T . IXATRER RN, RN ABETE R 5 2 B RIS
TR AR R E, A S IR SRR B 5 N SRR, IS AR AT T A B v i
Gl

Table 7. Sample regression: Different income levels

F 7. EEAREYT: RREMIANKFE

OoLS Ordered Probit
£ (PN IR LN fRIEA EEEAYPN (LN
1) (2 (3) 4 (5) (6)
e ] 0.180*** 0.103** -0.026 0.228*** 0.133** —0.044
Hevs (2.84) (2.40) (~0.40) (2.84) (2.12) (-0.41)
8 157 [ 58 RN Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 1070 1741 807 1070 1741 807
R? 0.1014 0.0982 0.1174 0.0484 0.0494 0.0591

T @ *x, xx ] *RGIRORAE 1%, 5% 10%4E itk ERZE: @ ESN Nz ME:; @ mTRIEMRE, RhARICHk
ANV RERRTHE R z 4 DS E RIS THE I 1% S8R ER 2.

DOI: 10.12677/sd.2022.122052 497 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2022.122052

B3

4.4. {ERBLHISTHR

1) f@Rekil

fERIRUUANA P2 70 R4, KA Likert R, 1RO RAMER, 2 Zon LB, 3 Fmr—
iz, 4 FoRLLEUERRE, 5 FoRRIERE. f#REIRDUHLEI LS RN KA OLS BRLAIA F Probit #2744, [m[J45
R 8. H1(4)Z(6)FIIEIVALE R AT AL, TG RSB B PLASE AR T R ORH ) J E R R O i
12.4%, HAE 1%HKF TR MAERROAZERT, AR ARERRHN fE R AR R s RS
s IR SRR IR 12.8%, 1E 1% 07K PR IAERRIASE 5, A e i e R EL A
FHARIE IR AR 5 R £ AR B 10.5%, 7E B /KF N B35, U6 B W R RORHI A FH e i 4
J BRI AT 3R T U S AR

Table 8. Health status mechanism test results

= 8. EEKAHNBIGIEEER

OoLS Ordered Probit
B EMERE BN EWEEER EWEEER EERR ERESEE
(1) (2) (3) 4) (5) (6)
p— 0.100%** 0.109%** 0.081%*** 0.128*** 0.124%** 0.105**
Aednos (3.23) (2.88) (2.67) (2.92) (2.93) (2.37)
- ~ B 0.134* i i 0.116
" ~ B 0.370%** B i 0.424%**
(4.63) (3.70)
N 0.513%** 0.644%**
e fi e - - (651) - - (569)
4 0.700*** 0.965***
fRAERE - - (8.53) - - (8.11)
Vs ~0.054%* 0.157%** ~0.082%** —0.085** 0.171%%* —0.127***
” (-1.99) 4.71) (-3.08) (-2.19) (4.56) (-3.24)
i —0.030%** ~0.040%** —0.023%** —0.044%** —0.052%** —0.034%**
i (-6.02) (-6.67) (-4.65) (~6.16) (~7.46) (-4.70)
A by S 0.000%** 0.000%** 0.000%** 0.000%** 0.000%** 0.000%**
RSy (6.79) (3.35) (6.20) (7.01) (4.21) (6.34)
- 0.272%** 0.138** 0.247*** 0.383*** 0.137* 0.362**
B L (5.28) (2.20) (4.92) (5.25) (1.91) (4.92)
o 0.069%** 0.131** 0.043 0.084 0.131** 0.053
EEE)T (2.71) (2.45) (1.01) (1.35) (2.20) (0.84)
_-— 0.172%** 0.229%** 0.130%* 0.219%** 0.241%** 0.166**
= (3.15) (3.41) (2.42) (2.81) (3.22) (2.12)
. 0.241%** 0.245%** 0.195%** 0.305%** 0.257*** 0.250%**
AL (3.91) (3.25) (3.23) (3.46) (3.04) (2.81)
B 0.126%** 0.056 0.115%* 0.206%** 0.072 0.193%**
H (2.71) (0.98) (2.51) (3.07) (1.12) (2.85)
U 0.042** 0.023* 0.038%** 0.059%* 0.024* 0.056%**
i
AR HERL (4.16) (1.82) (3.83) (4.07) (1.74) (3.78)
. 0.049%** 0.074%** 0.035%** 0.064*** 0.077*** 0.046%**
HIEBN (5.57) (6.89) (4.06) (5.19) (6.44) (3.74)
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Continued
X —0.099*** 0.019 —0.104*** —0.124*** 0.011 —0.132%**
(-2.97) (0.46) (-3.19) (-2.61) (0.23) (-2.76)
WHS Toge ey (1510 : : :
A4y [ 5 U Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 3618 3618 3618 3618 3618 3618
R? 0.0939 0.2090 0.1382 0.0454 0.0825 0.0674

e @ *Fx, wx 2R RIRIRTE 1%, 5% 10%4 /K B @ FE5 W8 2 E: @l TimmEme], #hRiCk 4
MR THE S 2 8, 4 DU RMERAS THEIIE 1% 05 KT R,

2) IS A

WG BIN A P2 70 488, RA Likert RER, 1 RBMA, 2 KRR, 3FRRAN, 4 FRE
W, b FRoNAREAE . NS SILEIRL LS R R A OLS BEAYHIA 7 Probit £84Y, [HIAZ5R I 9. Hi(4)
Z(6)FUA B G5 R TR, S5 P ORI RS BRI AR SRR IR S SR 5 9.7%,  7E 5%
IO DN RIEGE SRS AT, (8 AT R B B A8 AR TS OB i B S A 2
12.8%, f£ 1%MI/K T2 A EREROLAZ R R, AR SRR B A P AR TR R R S
R ARG 11.9%, 1£ 1% 09/ B2, BT IRFIRRRE T 2 & i B 0 PR BRGS Zh A OR 2T

RSB SRR o

Table 9. Leisure activity mechanism test results

9. RIRENEIRIELER

OLS Ordered Probit
A T A GLESRE| T A K T A GLESEE)| T A I
1) 2 (3) 4 (5) (6)
p—— 0.100%** 0.084** 0.092%** 0.128*** 0.097** 0.119%**
HEURINE (3.23) (2.33) (3.00) (2.92) (2.31) (2.70)
0.052 0.054
=W - -
R (0.66) (0.49)
0.086 0.095
i - (1.15) - - (0.89)
oo ) ) 0.244% %% ) 0.335%**
= (3.27) (3.18)
, 0.249%** 0.338%**
A4 _ _
AR (2.93) (2.80)
s ~0.054** ~0.070%* ~0.045 ~0.085** ~0.805** ~0.072*
7 (-1.99) (-2.21) (-1.16) (-2.19) (-2.16) (-1.84)
" ~0.030%** ~0.016%** —0.029%** —0.044%** —0.019%** —0.043%**
i (-6.02) (-2.68) (-5.78) (~6.16) (-2.73) (-5.93)
n 0.000%** 0.000%** 0.000%** 0.000%** 0.000%** 0.000%**
T (6.79) (3.93) (6.38) (7.01) (4.01) (6.60)
-~ 0.272%** ~0.053 0.278%** 0.383%** ~0.063 0394+
HEARR L (5.28) (-0.88) (5.42) (5.25) (-0.90) (5.39)
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s 0.069%** 0.238%** 0.049 0.084 0.269%** 0.057
NEEBI @2.71) (4.63) (1.13) (1.35) (4.52) (0.91)
- 0.172%%x 0.345%** 0.145%** 0.219%** 0.385%** 0.182%*
=] (3.15) (5.37) (2.65) (2.81) (5.16) (2.31)
ey b 0.241%** 0.352%** 0.213%** 0.305%** 0.383%** 0.266%**
¥ (3.91) (4.86) (3.45) (3.46) (4.56) (3.00)
— 0.126%** 0.159%** 0.113** 0.206%** 0.191%** 0.188***
H 2.71) (2.91) (2.43) (3.07) (3.00) 2.79)
e 0.042%* 0.007 0.042%%+ 0.059%* 0.006%** 0.059%**
il
AR (4.16) (0.56) (4.12) (4.07) (~0.44) (4.04)
. 0.049%** 0.029%** 0.046%** 0.064%** 0.032%** 0.060%**
AR (5.57) (2.78) (5.29) (5.19) 2.72) (4.92)
WK —0.099%** ~0.002 —~0.100%** —0.124%%* ~0.004 —0.126%**
(~2.97) (~0.06) (-3.01) (-2.61) (-0.10) (~2.65)
- 3.352%%x 2.760%% 3.255%*%
R I
Gk (19.69) (13.82) (17.96)
81 [ 58 RN Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
N 3618 3618 3618 3618 3618 3618
R? 0.0939 0.0811 0.1049 0.0454 0.0310 0.0510

T @ *xx, =  * 5 RIRIRIE 1%, 5% 10%4i 11K ERE: @ 5NNz E: @M TRIEMRS, £ RiCHk 4
M RAERAETHE A z E, 4 DUTEEETHESE 1% 05K LR

5. &hig

HERE AL E OGN, FESHFREI CHER” , KUK E R W SR AR
BWIRGS, T i RAE L ISk RAEARE AL SO SR T B R R I OCHE . FsE b, RARVERTTZ, JRIR
F5, HESEEK, K0S EaREEE. AN, RS KERFERRIENE RIENEMTR, ML
S PR EORGUANE R RS, TEX R AR R RE G dE 2 R R P2 A i i o SR, AW b o
FEE IR FEREIRTH T AR R BN« A SCRIH 2015 4 A E 254+ 2 i 5 (CGSS2015) £ 4% , K A OLS F1 Ordered
Probit B84, SIE /3 T R R RHERRAT o] I 2 W =2 AR SR I 52 ) A AR AL AF T 5 SRR, 1SR
FIRRII A RE 08 B35 PR TR IR AR R . 2L IR 22 S o AT R B, V5 VR IO T AR 11 58 FH 0 7l A e i
NI S B W S A SR S e RO B 2 o AR LA 0 AT R B, RSB B AT id i i B 100 A R i
V) P A U T 52 T S R 2 AR B o BT O A P BRAPAE R B I 22, SR AU 1145- 73 VE Y2 (PSM) EA T A fg
YRGS, FEEEWTARAL, BIEERFREE A 5 R R E AR B E R W IEA R R

AHIE 5T HA BB R ORISR R o AR SCRI O B R A T T IR SRR AT s f B
FEARIBIIFE . B R R, WSS RRORI S AN BT 748 o [ AR S RRIRH o 25 W T v
FEHRFAE[49], $RME 1T REIA ORI PG 22 55 R S B P AE R 358, 7= A mT R AR S s, S8 Bh T3 2 SR IR I e
TR R, G R BOR LI 2 5 46, TE3RTHE AR R KT FIR 1 22 5% 4 2 R e 56 5 T R ¥ B AR T,
BAERIAERIN[50] [51]0 fAk, FELH 55342 B v AR SRR 0 (5 R 6 3 i AR N 1 & IR A
BRHIARF RIS . R, & BT T — RS0 hIE i b kA R BOR RS i, A (2 vl AR
REVETF AR HESREF R B RIS, SRS N B A R e IR PR 375 ¥t 0k = R e FH 22 A 2 0
FARBIKP R KR 2 5
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RETR SR (K AN Wiy ot AN ARHE B G N SR IR AN oK . FEBEE R AROR IR e, AT AR RE
A B AL G S R A SR, REVRSS e ) B A, 2T i A vl R K
o B SR BE AR B i v RER K R A3 P b [ S5 Jee o [ SO T AL R v (0 — DR B 5% . 3K
AT r T ) IS SRE DA v 7 9t SR BRI SR, B IR S RE IS Jo B R ) B B2, B3 —
REEFIE RIS, R JE RIS R A 2 2R [52]. Hltn, 7E% REIRIEAIBIE & B, IR
MERRBLAR AN R, 2 il v RO al SRS PR AT R S dB k. it — D3RI R RN E KT,
B AATER SRS REIR G F, et et MRS 5 8K i

SE K
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