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Abstract

The main objective of this paper is to assess the relationship between health and socio-economic status
(SES) across ages by including gender roles for men and women. Although life expectancy of women is
greater than men, women's average subjective health measure is worse and morbidity rates are higher.
Gender roles in society would be one of the causes of this distinction. Gender roles are proxied by time
spent in household work, childcare, active & passive leisure and employment. Mean comparison tests
show that women spend more time in household work and childcare and less time in employment and
leisure. By using the Time Use Survey for Turkey, the focus of the study is twofold; i) assessing the
relationship between SES and subjective health status ii) determining the impact of gender roles along
with SES on health status across ages. Results show that the bottom of the SES hierarchy in Turkey are
in much worse health than those at the top and average health among men is better than women. A health
gradient exists whether income, education or work status is used as indicators of SES. We observe
relatively wide SES gradients in health in middle age and the narrowing of it in old ages implying some
mixture of cumulative advantage hypothesis and age-as-leveler hypothesis operates through life cycles.
When we depict health gradients according to gender roles, we observe that both men and women in the
bottom quartile of time spent on household work and childcare and those in the top quartile of time spent
on leisure have better health. Marginal effects of the probit estimation present that health and the SES
relationship varies across life cycle. After correcting for endogeneity and introducing gender roles into
the model, the effect of being male is still positive, but decreases. When the estimation is repeated
separately for men and women, the impact of age and education on health is greater for women,
household work has a negative impact on health of both men and women and time spent on childcare
effect the health of men negatively. Active leisure increases the probability of good health of women
whereas passive leisure does the same for men. Time spent on employment has a positive effect for men
and is insignificant for women. The results suggest that if gender roles were to be more equal, the gap in
health status between men and women would diminish.
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1. Introduction

Socio-economic status (SES) has a substantial impact on health in which socially and economically
favored individuals enjoy better health. Huge literature on socioeconomic inequalities reveals strong
socioeconomic gradient in health in many countries. Most research in this literature controls for age or
analyzes a particular age group (Bender and Habermalz, 2005). However, looking at the socioeconomic
differences only at certain ages would lead to an incomplete impression of the extent of health disparities
over the life cycle (Van Doorslaer et al., 2008). In other words, the life-course component to the health
SES gradient should be taken into account in order to reflect the health of which groups decline more
rapidly than the others. Outcomes at prime ages do not arrive independently from earlier ages and are of
relevance for outcomes later in life. In this respect comprehending the nature and evolution of socio-
economic status (SES) gradient in health, dimensions of SES that effect health along with the impact of
gender roles on health in a developing country as Turkey becomes crucial in policy designs and
improving the socio-economic and health status of people.

Literature on the subject is divided between two approaches on the evolution of socioeconomic gradient
in health over life cycle; cumulative advantage hypothesis and age-as-leveler hypothesis. According to
cumulative advantage hypothesis the differences in health by SES are established in life and
subsequently widen as the economic and health disadvantages of the less privileged interact and
accumulate (Willson et al., 2007). On the other hand, age-as-leveler hypothesis suggests that
deterioration in health is an inevitable part of the process of aging and irrespective of economic means or
social position, with the result that the SES-health gradient narrows at advanced ages (Beckett, 2000). A
compromise scenario, for which there is growing evidence, is that cumulative advantage operates though
middle age, with the SES-health gradient widening until around retirement age, before it narrows in old
age as the biological determinants of health strengthen relative to the socioeconomic determinants (Van
Doorslaer et al., 2008).

Furthermore, health statistics show that women's subjective health is worse than men in any age and
socioeconomic group; they have more illnesses and disabilities than men even if the life-expectancy of
women is greater. Gender roles in society would be one of the causes of this distinction. In this respect
the main objective of this paper is to assess the relationship between health and SES across ages by
including gender roles for men and women in Turkey by using the Turkstat Time Use Survey 2006.

Time uses of certain activities are employed as a proxy for gender roles. Women typically have major
responsibility for household tasks and childcare regardless of their educational level or employment
status. Working women's ability to work and to sustain time spent in household work and childcare were
financed by reductions in their personal care time and in leisure such as watching TV (Bird and
Freemont, 1991). Mean comparison tests show that women spend more time in household work and
childcare and less time in employment and leisure. These disparities in time uses could explain the
different patterns in health-SES gradients for men and women. Thus the focus of the study is twofold; i)
assessing the relationship between SES and subjective health status by analyzing health gradients ii)
determining the impact of gender roles along with SES on health status across ages by correcting for
endogeneity.

'The only data that includes time uses of individuals is from 2006.

123



Topics in Middle Eastern and African Economies
Vol. 17, Issue No. 2, May 2015

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: The second section briefly reviews the literature. The third
section gives information about the data and variables. The fourth section shows SES gradients in health
by treating income, education, work status, and work type as socio-economic status indicators. Moreover
we also present gender roles gradients in health and health reporting behavior according to gender roles.
The fifth section presents the estimation methodology and results. Lastly sixth section concludes.

2. Brief Literature Survey

Grossman (1972) proposes the first model for demand for health and health determinants. Health can be
viewed as a durable capital stock which produces an output of healthy time and health capital differs
from other types of human capital. The health of individuals depreciates over time and can be increased
by investments in health. Investments in health capital are produced by household production functions
whose direct inputs include the own time of the consumer and market goods such as medical care, diet,
exercise, recreation and housing (Grossman, 1972). This production function also depends on education
since it is assumed that more educated people are more adequate producers of health.

Applying Grossman's seminal model, economists have carried out numerous studies. Muurinen and Le
Grand (1985) have made some modifications to Grossman's model to emphasize that people have three
kinds of capital: health capital in the form of the health of their bodies, human capital in the form of
education, and physical or financial capital in the form of assets (Muurinen and Le Grand, 1985).
According to their model, differences in marginal benefits and costs between individuals will lead to
differences in their health stocks. Health capital declines with age and it is also affected by the extent to
which health capital is used in consumption and in work.

By using an inter-temporal model of Grossman (1972), Case and Deaton (2005) discuss multiple causal
links between health income and education, and third factors that affect both health and socioeconomic
status, and that contribute to the correlation between them. Their results suggest that self-reported health
worsens with age and that it does so much more rapidly among those at the bottom of the income
distribution. The differences in health and health decline in different parts of the income distribution is
based on whether or not people are in the labor force, a mechanism where causality runs from health to
income, not the reverse (Case and Deaton, 2005). Both income and education have independent
protective effects on health for those who are in work, and these effects are reduced but not eliminated by
controlling for occupation (Case and Deaton, 2005).

Smith (2005) looks at the effects of new health events such as out-of-pocket medical expenses, the
intensive and extensive margins of labor supply, health insurance, and household income on SES by
using longitudinal data from the US PSID for people between fifty one and sixty one. Among people in
their pre-retirement years, feedback from health to working is the critical link with out-of pocket medical
expenses in the second tier (Smith, 2005). Results also suggest that health has quantitatively strong
consequences for several dimensions of SES, particularly financial ones, in certain age groups.

Van Doorslaer et al. (2008) try to outline an economic explanation for socioeconomic differences in
health over the life cycle for The Netherlands. Their opinion is divided concerning whether and how the
socioeconomic gradient in health varies over the life cycle. Evidence suggests that lower socioeconomic
groups do indeed suffer a double health penalty in that they begin adult life with a slightly lower level of
health, which subsequently deteriorates at a faster rate through middle age. Bender and Habermalz
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(2005) investigate the relationship between health and SES as defined by labor force status and per capita
household income in Germany across different age groups. This result indicates that it is important to
differentiate policies by age and take into account the two-way relationship between health and SES
(Bender and Habermalz, 2005). Zhao (2005) studies the health determinants for the Chinese urban adult
population based on self-reported categorical health status. The effect of education on health is
significantly positive and the cost of health care services has significantly negative impact on health.

However, the studies mentioned above do not take gender roles into account when determining the
different behavior of men and women in SES-health nexus. Gove and Hughes (1979) argues that certain
social roles are related to poor mental health, which in turn is linked to mild physical illness, the primary
type of morbidity experienced by women; when marital status, living arrangements, role activities are
controlled, health differences between men and women disappear (Gove and Hughes, 1979). Verbrugge
(1989) investigated sex differences in morbidity, controlling for social roles and found that stress,
unhappiness, and low levels of employment were associated with poorer health, whereas participation in
productive and personally fulfilling roles was associated with better health. Bird and Fremont (1991)
analyze the effect of social roles on subjective health. Women receive less education than men, earn
lower wages, spend less time in paid work, and spend more time doing housework and caring for
children and these differences favor men's health (Bird and Fremont, 1991). If men and women spent
their time in the same way women would have better self-rated health than men (Bird and Fremont,
1991). Lee and Powers (2002) analyze women's health to explore relations between role occupancy and
health, well-being, and health service use in three generations of Australian women. The most striking
finding is that the relation between role occupancy and well-being differed across age groups (Lee and
Powers, 2002). Among young women, the best health was associated with occupancy of one role;
among mid-age women, those with three or more roles were in the best health; and for older women,
those with one role were in the best health (Lee and Powers, 2002).

3. Data and Variables

The data used is the Time Use Survey 2006 conducted by the Turkish Statistical Institute (Turkstat)
within the scope of the studies compliant with the European Union (EU). The questionnaire was formed
in order to provide target variables requested by EUROSTAT for obtaining detailed information on time
uses of individuals during the day according to gender, age group, working conditions, wealth, health and
etc. The entire members of the households that live within the borders of the Republic of Turkey were
included within the scope. However, the population in the aged home, elderly house, prisons, military
barracks, private hospitals, hotels and child care centers together with immigrant population were
excluded. Settlements with a population of 20,001 and over are defined as urban, 20,000 and less are
defined as rural.

In 2006, each month approximately 390 households, totaling 5,070 households were selected to
implement the Time Use Survey. 11,815 members of households aged 15 years and over were
interviewed and were asked to complete two diaries, one for a weekday and one for a weekend day by
recording all their daily activities during 24 hours at ten minute slots. The time Use Survey consists of
three sub-surveys; a diary survey, an individual survey and a household survey. The diary survey is
composed of two diaries (one for the weekday and one for the weekend) and contains information on
average time spent on certain activities of individuals in each household. The household survey contains

125



Topics in Middle Eastern and African Economies
Vol. 17, Issue No. 2, May 2015

information on certain household characteristics such as wealth, household structure, income of the
household and etc. The individual survey contains information on individual characteristics of the
members of the each household. After excluding duplicated individuals, individuals with incomplete data
and non-response categories we have 10,730 individuals of whom 5,060 are men and 5,670 are women.
Variables we use in this study are as the following:

Demographic Characteristics: Variables that give information about demographic characteristics are;
age groups, gender, marital status and whether the individual lives in an urban area.

Health Status: The subjective health measure is assessed by the question: "How would you rate your
health status compared to people at your age: 1) very well, 2) well, 3) fair, 4) bad/very bad. However in
order to provide more explicit results the subjective health measure in this study is reduced to two
categories; 1) good and 2) bad. A good health status contains very well and well health, while a bad
health status contains bad/very bad and fair health and this is used as a binary dependent variable in the
estimation process.

Education: Education level shows the degree completed and has five categories; 1) illiterate (contains
illiterate individuals and literate individuals who have not completed a degree) 2) primary school, 3)
secondary school, 4) high/vocational high school and 5) university or higher. Education quartiles are
obtained from the education level variable. The first quartile is the value in the data set that holds 25 % of
the values below it and the third quartile is the value in the data set that holds 25% of the values above fit.
The first two quartiles contain illiterate individuals and individuals with primary education respectively.
The third quartile contains secondary education. The fourth quartile has high/vocational high school and
university or higher education.

Income: The income variable in the survey gives the average net income of the household and contains
incomes from wage, salary, entrepreneurial income, unemployment benefit, disability benefit, pension
and scholarship. The income variable is presented as income groups in the original data. Thus, we took
the mean value of each group in order to generate a new income variable. Per capita household income is
calculated by using OECD equivalence scale which assigns 1 for the head of household, 0.5 for each
other person if she/he is older than 14 and 0.3 if she/he is younger than 14. After calculating income per
capita, income quartiles are obtained; first quartile is the value in the data set that holds 25% of the values
below it and third quartile is the value in the data set that holds 25% of the values above it.

Labor Indicators: Labor indicators used in the study are; whether the individual is working or non-
working and whether she/he is a blue collar or a white collar worker. Non-working category includes
individuals that are unemployed and out of the labor force. Working individuals are the individuals who
are employed full time. Furthermore occupation gives the individual occupation codes according to
ISCO88. Managers, professionals, associate professionals, office clerks, service workers and artisans are
regarded as white collar-workers and agriculture workers, skilled and unskilled workers as blue-collar
workers.

Time Uses: Time uses of certain activities are measured as the total time spent in minutes within 24
hours. Variables used are; household work, childcare, employment, active leisure and passive leisure.
Household work contains food preparation, cleaning and washing. Active leisure contains jogging,
hunting, sports, hobbies and games. Passive leisure contains watching tv, listening to music and reading.
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4. Descriptive Statistics and Health Gradient
4.1 SES Gradient in Health Over Life Cycle

Before looking at how social roles affect the health status of individuals we try to put forward some
descriptive statistics and demonstrate the life cycle behavior of SES-health gradient in Turkey in this
section.

Table 1: Life Expectancy, Subjective Health Status and Health Problem (2006)

Men Women

life expectancy (years) 70.23 7481
health status (percentages)

bad health 2176 30.55
good health 78.24 6945
health problem (percentages)

no problem 00.53  BR.BB
permanent illness 071 1.28
mental problems 5.40 .80
bone/muscle diseases 1.05 1.00
eye/ear disease 0.49 0.25
speech defect and other 1.82 1.79
disability {percentages) 273 4.86

Source: Word Development Indicators, Tarksiat Time Tse Survey
200 and author’s calcalations. Sample weights spplisd.

Table 1 shows the life expectancy, subjective health status, health problems and disability rates for men
and women for the year 2006. Life expectancy is in years and from the World Development Indicators
2006. The rest of the variables are from the Turkstat Time Use Survey 2006 in percentages and are
adjusted by using sample weights.

Women live four years more than men on average, although they report that their health is worse than
men. Same picture emerges when we look at the health problems and disability rates. 1.80 %, 6.80 %,
and 4.86% of women report that they have permanent illnesses, mental problems and disabilities
respectively. These ratios are only 0.71 %, 5.40 % and 2.73 % for men.

However Table 1 only represents the average picture for men and women and provides no information
on socio-economic differences. Furthermore static relation between health and SES would also give
insufficient information on how much more rapidly health declines for some groups than others. In other
words, snapshots of socioeconomic differences in health at a given age give an incomplete impression of
the extent of health disparities over a life cycle (Van Doorslaer et al., 2008). In this respect, we try to
bring a life cycle perspective to the examination of socioeconomic differences in health in this section.
The aim here is not to determine the causality from SES to health but to form a context that put forwards
the magnitude and nature of SES-health gradient and to form a substructure for the following section
which analyzes the impact of SES and gender roles on health.
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Figure 1: Subjective Health by Age According to Gender
Percentage in Good Health
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Figure 1 shows the evolution of the percentage of individuals in good health across ages. The
percentages would be interpreted as: Prob(being in good health / gender). Not surprisingly good health
decreases with age. Women report that they have worse health than men in every age group and the
slope of the line is steeper for women which indicates that women's health decline more rapidly than
men.

128



Topics in Middle Eastern and African Economies
Vol. 17, Issue No. 2, May 2015

Figure 2: Subjective Health by Age According to Gender and Income Quartiles
Percentage in Good Health
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Income can be attributed as the first indicator of socio-economic (SES) status. Income is the household
income per capita adjusted by OECD equivalence scale in which 1 is assigned for the head of household,
0.5 for each other person if he/she is older than 14 and 0.3 if he/she is younger than 14. Self-assessed
health statuses of individuals from different income quartiles are compared. The bottom income quartile
represents the lowest quartile (lowest income group), whereas the top income quartile represents the
highest quartile (highest income group). Figure 2 shows income gradients in health and again one can
think of percentages in the figures as: Prob(good health/top quartile & age & gender). There is a clear
income gradient in health for both men and women according to Figure 2. However the decline in good
health over life-course according to income quartiles is greater for women. Although the starting points
of top and bottom income quartiles are very close to each other, the rate of deterioration, which is given
by the slope of the curves, is greater for women. For instance, almost 60 % of women report that they are
in good health that are in top income quartile at the age group 45-54, while this ratio is only attained for
men at the age group 55-64.
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Figure 3: Subjective Health by Age According to Gender and Education Quartiles
Percentage in Good Health
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The second SES indicator is education. Completed educational levels are used in order to determine
education quartiles of the individuals. Again, the first quartile shows the bottom education quartile and
the fourth quartile shows the top education quartile. There is a clear gradient in education between top
and bottom education quartiles and women's health still declines more rapidly in every education quartile
except the top quartile for the age group older than 55 according to Figure 3. However, this picture could
be due to the small sample size of women who are older than 55 and have high education. When we look
at the bottom education quartile, about 30 % of men report that they are in good health at the age of 65,
whereas this ratio is only about 20 % for women. Another striking feature is the gradient in education
widens at older ages for women while it narrows for men.

The theory predicts that individuals with physically demanding jobs will result in higher depreciation
rates and will have a higher relative health decline over the life cycle (Grossman, 1972). Occupation is
less predetermined than education, but is more so than income, offering another opportunity to examine
whether the widening of the income gradient until old ages may be influenced by the impact of health on
work activity (VanDoorslaer et al., 2008). Figure 4 shows the health gradient according to work status.
Working individuals are individuals who are employed both full time and part time. Non-working
individuals are individuals who are unemployed and out of the labor force (students, retirees, disabled
people and people in home production). There is a clear gradient for men in every age category, where as
there is almost no gradient for women between the ages 35-64. The decline in health for both working
and non-working women is more than men across life cycle.
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Figure 4: Subjective Health by Age According to Gender and Work Status
Percentage in Good Health
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As mentioned before, theory suggests that individuals with physically demanding jobs have higher
depreciation rates and have a higher relative health decline over the course of life. In this respect we
distinguish between blue and white collar workers. Agriculture workers, skilled and unskilled workers
refer to blue collar workers. White collar workers include managers, professionals, associate
professionals, office clerks and service workers. We expect poorer health and higher depreciation rate for
blue collar workers.
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Figure 5: Subjective Health by Age According to Gender and Work Type
Percentage in Good Health
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Figure 5 shows the health gradient of working individuals according to the type of work. Blue collar
workers always have worse health than white collar counterparts suggesting that physically demanding
jobs results in higher depreciation rates. However, the health gradient is larger for women than men.
Again the huge jump seen in white collar workers for women is due to the small sample size.

In order to understand the importance of work status versus income and education in determining the life
cycle profile of health, we present the prevalence of good health according to income and education
conditioned on work status. According to Case and Deaton(2005) Smith (2005, 2007), Van Doorslaer et
al. (2008) and Van Kippersluis et al. (2009) education increasingly affects health either directly or
indirectly through choice of occupation and the depreciation of health leads to labor force withdrawal
and a decline in income of economically disadvantaged groups.

We have argued in the previous sections that the widening of income gradient might be due to an
increasing effect of health on work and thus on income. To gain further insight about the importance of
this mechanism, we now compare evolution of self-assessed health statuses according to income across
workers and non-workers.

Figure 6 and Figure 7 shows health gradients over the life cycle of working and non-working individuals
respectively according to income quartiles. The graphs demonstrates that even after conditioning on
work status, women's health declines faster than men according to every income quartile. After
conditioning income on work status, income-health gradient for working individuals widens which can
be seen by comparing Figure 2 and Figure 6. Another important fact is that the income gradient
disappears for non-working men and stays almost the same for non-working women. Since the income
variable is the average household income, this situation could be interpreted as the following: men earn
the majority of household income in general.
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Figure 6: Subjective Health of Working Individuals by Age According to Gender and Income
Quartiles
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Figure 7: Subjective Health of Non-Working Individuals by Age According to Gender and Income
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Figure 8: Subjective Health of Working Individuals by Age According to Gender and Education
Quartiles
Percentage in Good Health
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Figure 9: Subjective Health of Non-Working Individuals by Age According to Gender and
Education Quartiles
Percentage in Good Health
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Now let’s turn attention to the change of education gradient when we condition education quartiles and
education levels on work status. Figure 8 and Figure 9 show the education gradients for workers and
non-workers respectively. Apparent from Figure 8 and Figure 9 the health gradient stays almost the same
for working men and widens for working women. On the other hand, for non-working individuals the
health gradient for men extends whereas the gradient for women remains almost the same. This situation
could be attributed the low labor force participation rates for women and women's preference to stay out
of the labor force in Turkey.

4.2 How Does The Health Gradient Behave According to Gender Roles?

So far the socioeconomic health gradient is depicted regardless of the gender roles. However, how much
time and effort is actually spent on certain activities that mirror gender roles would be an important
indicator of subjective health status. First let's look at how men and women spent their time. Table 2 and
Table 3 show the mean time spent on certain activities according to education for all sample and for
working individuals respectively. Stars indicate that mean time uses between men and women are
statistically different.

Women spend more time in household work and childcare regardless of their educational level or
employment status. Time spent on household work and childcare of women decrease with the rise in
education and employment, but still is statistically higher than men. On the other hand, employment
hours are always higher for men in every education and employment category. When we look at the time
spent on leisure the picture is the same; men spend more time on both active and passive leisure. The
only irregularity is in the sleep time; educated women sleep more than men.

In this sub-section we put forward the behavior of gender role gradients in health without taking socio-
economic status into account. As we mentioned before, we proxy gender roles by time spent on
household work, childcare, employment, and active and passive leisure. Although the gradients observed
in this section are not as obvious as the SES gradients in health, they still provide interesting patterns.
However, one should keep in mind that the graphs depicted in this section do not reveal any causality.

Table 2: Mean Comparison Tests for Time Uses According to Education

(1) (2] (3) (4) (5) (a)
men WOInEn men Women men WOmen
all s=ample  all sample bottom bottom Lo top
educ. quart. educ. quart.  educ. quark  educ. quart
household work  [2.96%%F 24842+ [B.70=+* 255.11+** 12.46%+* [9Z.05%**
(37.18) (140.55) (49.93) (158.19) (31.08) (136.36)
childcare 0. Q=+ 41465+ 72554 29755+ 11.97++* 4304+
(25.46) (76.50) (21.90) (59.74) (20.64) (83.30)
employment 153328 OR.OGEFE |36, Qo+ 50,35+ 277 .95%*= 103, 10++=
(240.18) (154.62) {194.89) (131.03) (233.46) (182.04)
active leisure 35.03%+4 [ i 19.5] #++ 1. 56%+* 442 %% 19, 6lpF++
(67.27) (27.55) (47.95) (10.09) (78.12) (43.43)
passive leisure |44 04%+= |26, 544%%% 5558+ 17 45 **= [50.61+*= |30, §7++=
(106.21) (96.28) { 108.659) (97.53) (110.19) (101.57)
slesptime 307. 36+ S1304%%F 530724+ S520.00+* S02.22%+* 523726
(107.55) (103.87) (123.70) (520, 10) (502.22) (52372)

Standard deviations in parentheses
=4 p 001, ¥ pc003, * pa |
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Table 3: Mean Comparison Tests for Time Uses of Working Individuals According to Education

() (2} (3] (4} (3] (6]
men WOITER men WOITER &N WOITET
all z=ample  all sample bottom bottom top Loy
educ, quart. educ. quart. edoc. guart.  educ. quart.
household work 10, 2=+ 05, 3=+ 1 3.0*=* 227 18=++ 10.50%=* 124, Q=+
(32.08) (144,600 (38.56) (14817 (2E.66) (11197
childcare | 1=t 3lagEs* R R 24,1 |#F=* 13.6]==* 31.235**
(26007 (39.71) (20,07) (42.16) (29.52) (67.56)
employment 357.70FF* 253 J0=FF XTS5 (] FEF 224 | 2= 368, =+ 2T6.05=w
(211400 (203.36) (1D 86) (192.06) (190849, (203.36)
active leisune 24,745+ G, 353%5% | 6,67 *=* () E7*=* 32.28%s* 17.22%%*
(55.50) (24.61) (47.33) (B.18) (63.39) (39.82)
passive leisure 123, 14%**  Q3J(*+** [31.05%*F* Bl.og*=* 129, 23=** 0B, 3g=*=*
(91.69) (76.02) (9141 (72.25) 93.67) (T7.54)
sleeptime 487.74 485.98 5033 #*+* 478 Bg=e 438 43=++ S05. 4=+
(DE.D3) (03.58) (101113 (100,445 M3.5T (D400

Standard deviations in parentheses
= p0.01, ** pa005, = paii ]

Figure 10: Subjective Health by Age According Time Spent on Household Work
Percentage in Good Health
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Figure 10 shows the percentage of individuals in good health according to the top and bottom quartiles of
time spent on household work. The first observation is that the rate of decline in health for women is
greater than men as in the previous cases. Furthermore, women in the top quartile always report that their
health is better than their counterparts in the bottom quartile, which may be due to the fact that unhealthy
women have less time for housework. On the other hand, men in the top quartile report better health until
age 45 and men in the bottom quartile report better health after age 45. Additionally Figure 11 presents
percentage in good health according to top and bottom quartiles of time spent on childcare. Although
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there is no obvious gradient, both men and women, in bottom quartiles generally report better health than

their counterparts in top quartiles.

Figure 11: Subjective Health by Age According Time Spent on Child Care
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Figure 12: Subjective Health by Age According Time Spent on Active Leisure

All Sample
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Figure 13: Subjective Health by Age According Time Spent on Passive Leisure
Percentage in Good Health
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Another indicator for gender roles would be time spent on active and passive leisure. We prefer to
analyze leisure within two components since the structures of active and passive leisure, are different
from each other. The first striking observation, according to Figure 12, is that there is no difference in
men's health according to top and bottom quartiles of time spent in active leisure. On the other hand, the
opposite is valid for passive leisure which is depicted in Figure 13. Men in the top quartile of time spent
in passive leisure report better health than men in the bottom quartile while there is almost no difference
between health reporting behavior of women according to time spent in passive leisure.
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Figure 14: Subjective Health by Age According Time Spent on Employment
Percentage in Good Health
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Labor force status and time spent in employment could be attributed as an indicator of socio-economic
status (SES). However, in this section we treat time spent in employment as a gender role indicator since
women spend less time in employment on average. Figure 14 shows the percentage of good health
according to time spent on employment. Men in the top quartile are always in better health than men in
the bottom quartile and the pace of deterioration in health through ages is also smaller for men in the top
quartile. The different health behaviors of men in the top and bottom quartiles of time spent in
employment could be due to that men in worse health cannot work as much as their healthier
counterparts. On the other hand, we observe no distinctive pattern for women in Figure 12.

In this section we present the SES gradient in health and how health gradients behave according to
gender roles. However, due to data limitations the analysis we conducted above is restricted by selective
mortality and justification bias. At older ages the most robust of the lower socio-economic groups
survives given that mortality is firmly correlated with SES. This situation can explain why
socioeconomic differences in health among those surviving in old ages appear to narrow (Smith 2007;
Van Kipperluis et al. 2009, Van Doorslaer et al. 2008, Lynch 2003). In other words less healthy people
who are socioeconomically disadvantaged are more likely to die at relatively younger ages which will
obscure the SES-health gradient. One approach used to deal with selective mortality is to keep the
dropouts in the sample and to impute their health scores by assigning a health score that is lower than the
worst category or by imputing health scores for non-respondents from survivors with the same
background characteristics (Van Doorslaer et al.2008). Another approach is to use panel data to estimate
individual-specific health trajectories from within-individual variation and then average these variations
across individuals (Van Doorslaer et al. 2008). Once again due to data limitations, we cannot observe
selective mortality explicitly.

"Justification bias" would also be another issue in assessing the SES-Health gradient. For a given true but
unobserved health state individuals will report health differently depending on conceptions of health in
general, expectations for own health, financial incentives and strategic behavior (Bagod’Uva et al. 2006).
For example people who retired early would exaggerate their health status in order to justify early exit
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from the labor force.

5. Estimation Methodology and Results

In the first part of section 4, the attention was on the evolution of health over ages, and the extent to
which this differs across socio-economic groups. The conclusion was that women's subjective health
status is worse than men’s in any socioeconomic group and age. In the second part of section 4, the
difference in time uses of certain activities such as household work, childcare, employment, and leisure
are presented. Time uses of these activities yield reliable measures for gender roles. Now, it is time to see
whether the difference in gender roles have a significant effect on health over ages and socio-economic
groups. We expect that spending more time in household work and childcare worsen health, while
spending more time in paid employment and leisure improve health.

The model estimated is:
[1] H =FX'ify+SES'if, + GR';B3 + &)

where H; is the subjective health status, X'; represents demographic and household characteristics such
as, age, gender, marital status and region. Since age is given in categories at the original data, age groups
are used as dummies in the estimation process and the reference group is 15-24. We use a male dummy
which is equal to 1 if the individual is a male. Marital status is measured by marital status dummies such
as being married, divorced and widowed in which being single is the reference category. Moreover we
use an urban dummy that is equal to 1 if the individual lives in an urban area.

SES’; shows the socio-economic status indicator which is education in this study.’ The effect of
education on health status is captured by using education quartiles as binary variables in the estimation
and the reference category is the bottom quartile. GR’; is for gender roles proxied by time spent on
household work, childcare, paid employment, and leisure. &; is the error term. The estimation
methodology is probit with marginal effects. Time spent in paid employment would also cover the effect
of employment on health which would also be included as an indicator of socio-economic status.

However, reporting heterogeneity would lead to biased estimation results. Although self-assessed health
status is a convenient and informative indicator widely used in studies of health determinants as well as
the economic consequences of bad health, heterogeneity in reporting of health potentially biases the
measurement of health disparities. For a given true but unobserved health state, people will report health
differently depending upon conceptions of health in general, expectations for own health, financial
incentives and strategic behavior to report poor health and comprehension of the survey questions
(Bagod’Uva et al., 2006).

In many contexts, reporting heterogeneity need not be a major concern provided that it is random.

?We do not use income as a SES indicator in the estimation in order not to cause further endogeneity problems.
Standard theory predicts that individuals in good health will have higher labor force participation rates and also
have higher wage rates, both of which lead to greater income. Hence, impact of income on health would be due to
reverse causality which may lead over-estimated results. In other words theory predicts that the causality runs from
health to income not the other way around.
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However, reporting heterogeneity becomes a problem if there are systematic differences in the way in
which health is reported across demographic and SES characteristics against which inequality is being
assessed (Kerkhofs and Lindeboom, 1995). One of the approaches to solve reporting heterogeneity in
ordinal variables is to obtain more objective indicators such as indices, doctor reports and mortality rates
(Bound, 1991; Kerkhofs and Lindeboom, 1995; Kreider, 1999). One problem with this approach is that
objective indicators may not be available. Another approach would be using vignettes. Rather than
attempt to identify reporting behavior from variation in self-reported health beyond that explained by
objective indicators, an alternative is to examine variation in the evaluation of given health states
represented by hypothetical case vignettes (Kapteynet. al, 2007; Bagod’Uva et al., 2006). The vignettes
represent fixed levels of latent health and so all variation in the rating of them can arguably be attributed
to reporting behavior, which can be examined in relation to observed characteristics (Bagod’Uva et al.,
2006).

Endogeneity between health status and SES would also arise due to reporting errors, unobserved factors
and reverse causality. In the absence of state dependent errors the endogeneity problems boils down to
standard problems that can be solved with IV approaches. However, the data used in this study does not
allow correction for measurement error resulted from reporting heterogeneity due to lack of more
objective measures of health and any vignettes. In this respect one should keep in mind that the further
analysis conducted in the following sections only correct measurement errors due to endogeneity, not
reporting heterogeneity.

A considerable weakness of self-assessed health status (SAH) is the potential endogeneity between
respondents’ answers and the socio-economic status which may lead to biased results. Not only does
SES affect health, but health also may affect SES (Bender and Habermalz, 2005). In other words, one
key issue in the broader area of health and SES is the possible endogeneity of SAH and, in particular,
justification bias. For instance, it is possible that associations between SAH and employment occur
because employment actually causes good health and alternatively it could be that, for a given level of
true health, individuals who are not working report poorer health in order to justify their employment
status (Au et al., 2005). To put differently the variable that may cause endogeneity bias in this study is
time spent in employment.

In the model used there is one variable that may create endogeneity bias; time spent on employment. The
problem may arise due to reverse causality; time spent on employment affects health but also health
affects employment time, or omitted factors that might influence health and time spent on employment at
the same time. In order to address this endogeneity problem we employ Two-Stage Residual Inclusion
(2SRI) which is an instrumental variable approach. Two-stage residual inclusion (2SRI) is a common
nonlinear modeling framework which is widely used in empirical research in health economics and
health services research.

In the estimation process we employ the following nonlinear framework as in Terza et al. (2007):
[2] E[y/xo'xe'xu] = M(xO.BO + xeﬁe + xu.Bu) +e
where M(.) is a known nonlinear function, x, is a 1XK vector of observable exogenous regressors, x,

denotes a 1xS vector of endogenous regressors and x,, shows unobservable omitted variables that
influence the outcome and are correlated with the endogenous variables. e is the random error term. The
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essence of the endogeneity problem is the correlation between x.and x,, (Terza et al., 2007). To
formalize the relationship between x.and x,, and there by provide a means for dealing with endogeneity
bias through the use of instrumental variables (IV), Terza et al. (2007) define the following linear
reduced form equations:*

[3] Xes = WA + Xys

where w is a 1xS vector of identifying instruments. a; is a (K+ S)x1 column vector of parameters. The
elements of w must satisfy the following three conditions: (1) they cannot be correlated with x,,; (2) they
must be sufficiently correlated with x,(i.e. they must not be “weak™); and (3) they can neither have a
direct influence on y nor be correlated with the error term in (2) (Terza et al., 2007). In the first-stage, we
obtain consistent estimates of the vectors a by applying the appropriate linear or nonlinear technique
and then computethe predictors of x,.. In the second stage we estimate the following regression:

[4] v =M(Oxfo+ x.Be + x,8,) + K

where e2SR! is the regression error term. Note that the actual observed value of the endogenous
regressors x, are maintained in the second-stage regression model while the residuals from the auxiliary
regressions are substituted for the unobserved confounders x,, (Terza et al., 2007).*

According to information above, the model to estimate the effect of SES on health becomes:

[51H7 = F(X'By + SES"if, + GR'13 + &) = Hy = F(X'i1 + SES" i, + SES'cf5 +
GR'iBy + e2F1)

The efficiency of any IV approach relies on the fact that whether the instruments are sufficiently
correlated with the endogenous variable. Not surprisingly, considerable evidence suggests that work
hours (time spent in employment) are highly correlated with economic conditions. The strong positive
association between regional unemployment rates and work hours is quite mechanical since higher
unemployment rates suggest more people having zero work hours (Xu, 2013). In this respect we use the
unemployment rate according to education levels as an instrument.” Furthermore, living quartiles per
person in the household and whether the household owns a house also serve as instruments since they
can serve as indicators for household wealth.

Specifically the following first stage reduced form equation is estimated in order to obtain instrumented
variables:

[6] employment; = 6; + 6,X; + 65S; + 6,U; + 65LQ; + OHO; + u;

employment; shows the time spent in employment during the working days, X; is the vector of
demographic and household characteristics, S; is the vector of exogenous socio-economic status

*The auxiliary equation could also be in nonlinear form. See Terza et al., 2007.

*See Terza et al., 2007 for further information on consistency of 2SRI both in linear and nonlinear cases.
*Regional unemployment rates would better serve as an instrument, however due to data limitations we cannot use
regional unemployment rate as an instrument.
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indicators, U; is the unemployment rate according to education level, LQ; shows the living quartiles per
member of the household and HO; is a binary variable showing whether the household owns a house.
Equation [5] and equation [6] form the model to be estimated.®

Table 4 shows the estimation results for the whole sample. The first two columns report marginal effects
from Probit estimation, whereas the 3rd column reports marginal effects from 2SRI. Furthermore, the
results in the first column do not take gender roles into account when assessing the impact of SES on
health status. On the other hand, the second and third columns present results that incorporate gender
roles without and with endogeneity correction respectively. According to the results in Table 4, the most
effective variable in all estimation methodologies is age followed by education quartiles. Aging
decreases the probability of being in good health whereas education increases the probability
independent of inclusion of gender roles in the model. Being male raises the probability of good health
by 27% when gender roles are not included in the estimation. On the other hand when we add time spent
on household work, childcare, employment, active and passive leisure in the models the effect of being a
male decreases but still stays positive. The effect of household work is negative while the impact of
employment and passive leisure is positive according to 2SRI results. However, since we include
interaction effects when we add gender roles in the estimation, interpretation of the coefficient of male
dummy is altered. Interaction between being male and time spent on household work, childcare,
employment, active and passive leisure is added to the model in order to test the hypothesis that the
relationship between health and gender roles is different for men and women.

®See appendix for first stage estimation results.
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Table 4: Probit Results (Whole Sample)

dep. var:health (1} (2) {3
Probit Probit 25Kl
endogensity correction no no ves
age 35-44 01 0EET A 0] E=* -0 1 0=
(0.0136) (0.0139) (00162}
age 45-54 . 225%%* 0,206+ -0, 205%+=
{0.0136) (0.0144) (00416}
age 55-64 . 315%=* 2R E=* -0 250*=
(0.0148) (0.0161) (0.OET8E)
age 63+ 0. 4304+ 387 -0.34(+=
(0.0171} (0.0138) (0.125)
male 0.2735%=* 0. 172%=x 0 [ 32%*=
(000987 (0.0268) (0010
urban A0.0147 000987 (LO2E0
(0.00936) (0.00999) (00219
married -0.0234 -0.0366 0.0371=
{0.0217}) (0.0222) {00220}
divorced 0.0121 00489 0.00496
(0.0403) (0.0404) (00451 )
widowed 0.0674%* -0.0676%*F A0.0535=
{0.0293) (0.0297) (00309
educquart2 0.1]]*== 0. 1DG*+*+ 0.1 1a***
(0.0124) (0.0124) (00197 )
educquan 3 (0. 12g*== 0. 123*=* 0 1 19F*=
(0.0201) (0.0201) (003 29)
educquart4 (.222%= 0.2 15+ 0. 20+
{0.0157) (0.0160) (0047 5)
household work -OD0215**+= 0000356%=F
(4.76e-03) (3.41e-05)
childcare 0.0002GE*+++ 0. 0405
(9.37e-05) (10.000369)
passive keisum 00143+ 0.000250=+
(6.22e-03) (2.82e-05)
active leisume 0.0001 10 0000059
(0.000263) (0 DD T 5
employment 0. 0003 2+ L0024 1*=
(7.33e-05) {0.00121})
employment® 2.60e-07*** 3 60e-06**
{ L.0de-07) (1.72a106)
householdwork *male (. O00228** D03+
{0.000073) (000001 1)
childcarz*male 000587 D.000043==+
{0.000244) (0.000325)
passive leisume*malke QL0003 | 2%+ 00004 95=*
(B.96e-05) (3.242-05)
active leisure*male -1.562-03 -6.86e-05
{0.000282) (0. OO034)
employ ment*male -8.40e-05 -1.97e-05
(5.382-03) [3.48205)
Pseudo B 0.1639 0.1693 1644
Observations 2458 B 458 BA5E

Standard e mmors in parentheses
*=* p(01, ** p<i03, = pii]
Marginal effacts am reportd

According to columns (2) and (3) the coefficients of being male are 0.172 and 0.182 respectively.
Nonetheless we should consider interaction effects in order to interpret male coefficients correctly. For
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instance we look at 2SRI results; we observe that the interaction between household work and male
dummy and childcare and male dummy are significant and negative. Moreover, the interaction between
passive leisure and male dummy is significant and positive. Thus the effect of being male on the
probability of good health is 0.182 - 0.0003 - 0.000943 + 0.000496 which is equal to 0.181. Although
there is a slight decrease in the coefficient of the male dummy, we should take the impact of interactions
when interpreting the coefficients.

Furthermore, time spent in employment has a positive effect on health while the square of employment
minutes is negative indicating that the positive effect of employment hours decreases as the time spent on
employment increases. Additionally interaction terms between employment minutes and male dummy is
positive implying that time spent in employment raises the probability of good health for men.

Table 5 shows marginal effects from probit estimation for men and women without and with
endogeneity correction respectively. Getting older has the biggest impact on health for both men and
women. Education also has an important impact on the probability of good health. Both the effect of
aging and level of education are greater for women. When gender roles are included in the estimation,
results in columns (2) and (4) show that time spent on household work decreases the probability of good
health for both men and women while passive leisure increases the probability of good health for men
and active leisure increases the probability of good health for women. Time spent on employment has a
positive effect on health for men and this positive effect diminishes as the time spent on employment
rises.

Table 6, Table 7 and Table 8 present the probit results according to age for the whole sample, men and
women respectively. According to the results in Table 6, the effect of being male is positive except in the
age group 55-64. Being a male aged between 55-64 decreases the probability of good health. The effect
of education is significant and positive at young and middle ages where as its impact is insignificant at
older ages. Time spent on household work and child care decreases the probability of good health if the
coefficients are significant.

Table 7 shows the results according to age for men. The significance of education coefficients depend on
the age group but have a positive impact when they are significant. Time spent on household work
decreases the probability of good health for the men aged 35-44 and 55-64 and time spent on child care
decreases the probability of good health at younger ages. Furthermore time spent on passive leisure
increases the probability of good health for men at younger and older ages.

Table 8 shows the results according to age for women. We observe that education has more effect on
health of women than health of men. Time spent on household work decreases the probability of good
health at first three age groups. Time spent on child care has a negative impact on health for women aged
between 25 and 44. Moreover time spent on active leisure increases the probability of better health for
women at age groups 25-34, 45-54 and 55-64. Lastly, we observe that employment time has no
remarkable influence on women's health status.
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Table 5: Probit Results According to Gender

dep. var:healih (1) (2 (3 i4)
men Women
probit 25RI1 probit 25RI
endogeneity correction no yes no yes
age 35-44 SLosa7EEE o 002%FF 0126%FF D]15%FF
(0.0201) (0.0234) (0.0184) (0.0176)
age 45-54 -DTTEEE S0T79EEE 26FFFE 0 2FTEEE
(0.0201) (0.0471) (0.0183) (0.0488)
age 35-64 -0.261%% -0.220%* -0364%FF 0 312FF
(0.0211) (0.0967) (0.0208) (110
age 65+ -0 30g*ss -0.342%% -0.450%F -0.387**
(0.0233) (0.146) (0.0253) (0.16T)
urban -0.0158 0.0584%% -0.0117 -0.0191
{(0.0138) (0.0275) (0.0740) (0.0320)
married -0.0302 -0.0450 -0.0230 -0.0296
(0.0291) (0.0336) (0.0321) (0.0341)
divorced 0.0553 0.0542 -0.00745 -0.0133
(0.0716) (0.0766) (0.0517) (0.0582)
widowed 000182 0.0103 -0.0808%* -0.0733%
(0.0520) (0.0532) (0.0395) (0.0397)
educquart? 0.106%+= 0.123%%% D107 *+% 0.100%+*
(0.0215) (0.0247) (0.0156) (00210
educquart3 0. 118%* 0.121%%* 0.139% 0.123%*
(0.0279) (0.0392) (0.0327) (0.0494)
educquartd 0.209%*% D.193%#* D23+ 0.223%%*
(0.0244) (0.0518) (0.0220) (0.0638)
household work -0L0003 1 oF== -0.000308**
(T.46e-05) (4.4Te-05)
childcare -0.000939 0.000295
(0.000660) (0.000495)
passive leisure 0.000655+* 0.000206
(6.7Te-05) (0.000376)
active leisure -0.000149 0.00093 3%+
(0.000624) (5.41e-05)
employment 0.0037 1+ -0.000118
(0.00144) (0.00194)
employment? 6.38e-06+** 7.7%-07
(2.27e-06) (2.71e-06)
Pseudo R* 0.1297 0.1338 0.1776 0.1793
Ohbservations 4077 31,747 4.381 4,026

Standard errors in parentheses
##* p<0.01, ¥* p<0.05, * p<Od

Marginal e ffects are reported
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Table 6: Probit Results According to Age (All Sample)

(1) (2) (3) 4 (3)
age 25-34 age 35-44 age 45-54 age 55-64 age 65+
25RI 25RI 25R1 I5RI 25RI
male 0.145% 0177+ 0.179%= -0.0527 F+* 0.184
(0.134) (0.0180) (0.0283) (0.0018) (0.327)
urban 0.0760%* -0.0170 0.0371 -0.0476 0.0925
(0.0375) 0.0417) (0.0566) (0.0708) (0.10:)
married -0.02m -0.0353 0.00765 -0.202 0,170
(0.0233) (0.0545) (0.106) (0.446) (0.669)
divorced -0.0423 -0.00776 0.00574 0.0961 0.504
(0.0515) (0.0836) (0.128) (0.453) ((L.G68)
widowed 0104 -0.121 -0.0279 -0.229 0.231
(0.0852) (0.0988) (0.118) (0.45T) (0.666)
educquari2 01063+ 0.156%+= 0. 145%=* 0.0462 00496
(0.0300) (0.0342) (0.0475) (0.0581) (0.0485)
educquari3 0.153%== D.1G7=+= 0123 -0.0491 00180
(0.0471) (0.0581) (0.0917) (0.116) (0.125)
educquart4 D168+ 0.339%+= 0.240# 0119 0.212
(0.0573) (0.0806) (0.125) (0.168) (0.144)
household work 0000276 -0.000615%=* 0.000124 -0.00295%* 0.000876
(0.000433) (0.000054) (0.000865) (0.00118) (000097 1)
childcane 0.000403 -0.000669* -0.000636 0.00313% 0.000378
(0.000463) (6.36e-03) (0.00105) (0.00140) (0.00124)
passive leisum 0.000298*==  0.000580F* 9.96e-05 0.00230% 0.000564
(0.000081) {0.000068) (00007600 (0WD009EE)  (D.0008G64)
active leisumne 1.81e-05 -0.000719 -0.000370 0.00364* -0.000176
(0.000589) (0.000972) (0.00139) (0.00194) (0.00477)
employment 0.00460%= 000227 0.00250 0.00617 0.00453
(0.00203) (0.00219) (0.003200 (0.00404) (0.006200
employment? -T.61e 0G*+* 1.38e-06 -4.36e 06 -1.43e-06 -6.35e-06
(2.88e-06) (3.36e-06) (4.58-06) (6.12e-06) (9.63e-06)
householdwork*male 8.56e-05 0.000161 -0.000685% 000112 -0.000305%*
(0.000718) (0.0007446) (0.000093) (0.00112) {0.000097)
childcare *male DL00157##=  D000453+== 0.000 10 -0.000309 0.000684
(0.000506) (0.000644) (0.00112) (0.00118) (0.000170)
passive leisue*male  Q000961%*  QUDODG9E*=*  QO0MIZ6**  0.00173%#= 0.000647
(0.000398) (0.000051) (0L 007 9) (0.00012) (0.00112)
active leisure *male -0.000191 -0.000711 0.000377 0.000851 0.000228
(0.0004100 (0.000838) (0.00102) (0.00116) (0.00443)
employment*male 0.0D0208%= 0000178+ 4.57e-05* -0.000231 0.000286
(8.96e-05) (0.000011) (0000014 (0W000219)  (D.000446)
Pseudo R* 0.0494 0.0435 0.0531 0.0757 00799
Observations 2,257 1,957 1,589 1,088 a82
Standard errors in parentheses

#== p0.01, ** p<<0.03, * p<O.1
Marginal effects are reported
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Table 7: Probit Results According to Age (Men)

(1) (2) (3) i4) (5)
age 25-34 age 35-44 age 45-54 age 55-64 age G5+
25RI1 25R1 25RI1 25E1 25E1
urban 0.102 0.0238 0.0598 0.0136 0174
(0.399) (0.0521) (0.0675) (0.103) (0.139)
married -0.0162 0.00658 0.0774 -0.315 ot
(0.0963) (0.0598) (0.119) (0.896) (0.875)
divorced -0.100 0.0896 0.300* 0.0097* 0. 120%=*
(0.139) (0121 (0.168) (0.0012) (0.0202)
widowed 0.165 0.0955 0.0619 -0.315 0.232
(0.135) (0.142) (0187} (0.919) (0.863)
educquart2 0.126 D.186%*+* 0.225%*= 0.0410 0.0238
(0.0922) (0.0685) (0.0821) (0.0838) (0.0943)
educquart3 0.215 0.121 0.237%= -0.125 0.00617
(0.306) (0.0833) (0.115) (0.144) (0.215)
educquart4 0.241 0.246%* 0.364%= -0.250 0.0375
(0.438) (0.109) (0167} i0.244) (0.283)
householdwork  -0.00105%* 0000812  -0.00196%**  _0.00491 -0.00182
(0.00055) (0.001500 (0.00021) (0.00324)  (0.00366)
childcare -0.00220%*  -0000386%*  0.00202 0.002599 0.00208
(0.000928)  (0.00013) (0.00175) (0.00291)  (0.00307)
passive leisure  0.00200%% -9.44e-05 000170 0.00465%=*  0.00116%==
(0.00035) (0.00129) 000179 (0.000304)  (0.000334)
active leisure -0.00133 -0.000118 -0.00116 0.00530# 0.00118
(0.00532) (0.00117) (0.00167) (0.00275)  (0.00333)
employment 0.00423%=  (.00127**= 0.00327 0.0103* 0.00782
(0.00029) (0.00027) (0.00377) (0.00535)  (0.00829)
employment”  9.69e-06%*  _1.73e-06* -7.85e-06**  .7.16e-06 -8.73e-06
(3.87e-07)  (4.14e-07) (5.57e-07)  (7.76e-06)  (1.14e05)
Pseudo R* 0.0565 0.0474 0.0345 0.0370 0.0587
Observations 1.047 942 774 557 417

#+5 n0.01, #* p<0.05, * p<0.1

Standard errors in parentheses

148



Topics in Middle Eastern and African Economies

Vol. 17, Issue No. 2, May 2015

Table 8: Probit Results According to Age (Women)

i1 (2) (3) (4) (3)
age 25-34  age 35-44 age 45-54  age 55-64  age 65+
25R1 25RI 25R1 25RI 28RI
urban 0.0518 00813 0.00558 -0.147 0.217
(0.0486) (0.0743) (0.0927) (0.121) (0.304)
married 00119 00836 -0.134 -0.104 0.883
(0.0391) (0.0854) (0.463) (0.328) (47.61)
divorced 0.00371 0.0697 -0.252 0.183 1.024
(0.0755) (0.108) (0.492) (0,830 (47.62)
widowed -0.141 -0.233* -0.189 -0.174 0.997
(0.108) (0.122) (0.468) {0.835) (47.61)
educquart2 0.0882%* 0.166%** 0.101 0.0482 0.0602
i0.0344) (0.0512) (0.0616) (0.0764) (0.0642)
educquart3 0.0743 0.310%*= 0.00448 0.116%** -0.0766
(0.0593) (0.105) (0.134) (0.0210) (0.208)
educquart4 0101 0.494%== (. 14455 0.0755 0.288%*
(0.0798) (0.137) (0.019) (0.274) (0.030)
household work  0.000962%  -0.00163*  0.000768%F 0.00197 0.00147
(0.000558) (0.000948)  (0.00014) (0.00195)  (0.00266)
childcare 0.00114% 000177 6.60e-05 0.00205 0.00113
(0.000645)  (0.00105) (0.00168) (0.00230)  (0.00298)
passive leisure 0.000855*%  -0.00147# 0.000598 0.00153 0.00121
(0.000514)  (0.000832)  (0.00118) (D.00163)  (0.00235)
active leisure 0.000861%%  -0.00191  0.000444%=*  (.00225**  0.000550
(0.000085)  (0.00122) (0.00019) (0.00025)  (0.00349)
employment 0.00497* 000721 0.000982 0000870 0.0139
(0.00286)  (0.00370) (0.00569) (0.00748)  (0.0206)
employment” -5.92e-06 6. 74e-06 5.81e-07 T.98:-06  -2.08:-05
(4.05-06) (5.88e-06)  (7.46e-06) (9.76e-06) (2.88e-05)
Observations 1,208 1,012 815 530 461

6. Conclusion

The main objective of this paper is to assess the relationship between health and socio-economic status
(SES) across ages by including gender roles for men and women. Gender roles are proxied by the time
spent in household work, childcare, active & passive leisure and employment. Health-SES gradient
shows that women’s subjective health status is worse than men in any socioeconomic group and age.
Furthermore women spend more time in household work and childcare and less time in leisure and
employment. Estimation results without controlling for gender roles reveals that being male has a
positive effect on health. However when gender roles are controlled in the estimation process the effect
of being male is still positive but decreases and turns to negative in some cases. The results suggest that if

Standard errors in parentheses
¥ p<0.01, ** p<20.05, * p<<0.1
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gender roles were to be more equal, the gap in health status between men and women would diminish.
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APPENDIX

Table A.1 Description of The Variables in Tuskstat Time Use Survey 2006

Variahlk [escription Fange andior values Tercentage or Vean (=1
emplayment fype cailegorical variabie {(kmon-working 51.02
I'wape eamer n?
Temployer 250
Y:melf-2 mphoyed 10.82
4 umpzid Famity worker T8
OCCLpation calegorical varizhia: Ormnoccupiad 51.02
job, job description 1:manzpers 647
and duties rlsed o 1-professionals 187
&Cciual work are coverzd Y:assoc. prof 162
according to 1500 88 4 office clerks 134
Smervice workers 5.59
i apriculiue workers 1292
T:artizans 744
&:skited workers 10a
Tunskillad workers 502
sBChor cakegorical variabie: (kmon-working 51.02
work sacbor codes 1:zgriculbane 14.14
accoring o MACE Rev.1 I:mining 03
S:manufacturing 034
dubectiricity, gas, waker .14
Scconstraction 318
toirade 10,34
T:iransporiation .87
B:fime 1.63
Qservices 1.
s calegoncal vamnabie naom working S
L= 1D 3215
Z10-24 4.7
3:25-40 2l
450+ 035
pubilic binary indicator Tk privale [ i
1 puabiic 12
wiHkplace calegoncal vanabie non working 5a.75
caile gormed only for 1:field’garden 13.49
wirkers in the private Iopgular workplace 24.33
sactor S:market place 013
4 non-mobike or fived workplace 183
5-home 137
howars worked based on normal 0-54 2470
weekly working dme (28.0a)
al actual job
parttime bimary indicator (neok prarttime 97 6l
am individual & employed 1 ;paritime 1.
parmtime if weekly working
hiwars is bess tham 34
sapond job status cale gorical variabie Ornom working 51.02
Iyes imn
Zno 4625
sacomd job basad on normal weekly 0-84 65
wik Hme working time at s2cond job (4.7a)
hioaase by pe calegorical variable lI:detached house 45.64
L:apariment 5268
Jslum 158
4 other LA (1]
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Variablke Dhescripiion Eange andior Values  Percentage or wiean (s}
homeamwnership categorical varizhis 1:homemwner 7022
Xmnter 2079
- housing L54
Lother 1.4A
mumher of rooms calegonzed & the 1 136
in the hous namber of rooms in 2 .56
the hous: 3 4128
4 4162
5or 5+ B18
hoasehaold income groap categorical varizhis 1:kess than 300TL I
2:301-450 1474
3:451-600 1704
&:601-750 1060
5:751-1000 1859
& 1001-1250 175
T:1251-1750 0 49
B:1751-2500 679
0 2501 -4000 112
1(kmose than 4000 00
main source of income categorical varizhis 1:wage earmer 49 8a
2:nom-agr e niregie neur 1365
3:agriculiure 1444
4:real estale 1.20
Srassels s
f:transfiers 20.68
person s relaison categoncal vanzbbs 1-houszhold bead EETCY
to reference person 2. spoas 30012
J:sonfdanghter 2613
4:motherfather 209
S:sibling 00
& motherFather in law 018
Tzonfdaughier in law 140
S:grandson a2
O ootheer relative 057
1k ey LI s
1 1:not 3 mlatve 025
hoasehold sime Categorized & the number 219
aof houszhold members 21298
I
4:24.94
5:1a.63
G063
7497
B30
o 1LED
104360
mumher of disabled Categoriced as the total 0:&7.45
numberaf disabled people 1:11.12
in the houszhold 2:1.43
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yariahle [escripdon Hange and'or Values  Derceniage or Mean (sd)
mumher of children Categorized as the total (2064
pumber of children in 1:2475
the howsehoid 22410
31235
4457
52154
& 1.06
7042
2041
G014
10011
11:011
hizalth status categorical variable Ivery well 14.43
Zwell 50.31
I medium 19.14
4 bad’very bad 7.12
hizalth probem categorical variable 1:mo probkems B0 a8
2 permanent iliness 1.00
3 mental probilems 245
4:bona/muscle diseass 1o
Sueye disease 030
6 ear disesse 0.a7
T.apeach defect .o
&:memtal rtardsion Ex.
O:other 1.79
personal cane tokal weskly time minukes 16143
spent on personal care (Bl 110
emgployTnent total weakly time minukes B1.25
spent on empoy ment {167 82}
education tokal weskly Eime minukes A4
spent om education {29.23)
hioaszhold choms total weakly time muinukes 151
spent on hb choses (161793
hioaszhold manag: ment total weakly time minukes 1426
spent on hb man. (38190
Epair total weakly tme minukes 114
spenk on Tepair {1LET)
" chikdcare total weekly time Minuies 16857
spent on childcans (42300
s kicare tokal weskly time minukes 479
spent on seckcans (A} B4
sports total weakly time minukes 504
spent on sports {23.41)
social activibies total weakly time minukes TaE.14
spent on social ackivites {13123}
beis e total weakly tme minukes TL1E
spent om kisure (0. T3)
rzading total weekly time Minuies 358
spent on reading {19450
arts total weakly time minukes Ly
spent on arts (1. %4}
travel total weakly time muinukes RN
spenl on ravel (T0G92)
skeeplime todal weekly time minukes 54449
spent on skeepiime (140,79}
other ozl weakly time minukes 14553
spent on other {121.98)
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Table A.2 First Stage Estimation Results

dep. var: employment mimtes (1)
unemploymant rate IO, (pr=*
(50.7)
living quartiles 0. 143%%*
(0017
house owner =17 37 %%
(4.648)
age 3544 -H.077
(5.736)
age 45-54 -56.00F%F
(G.461)
age 55-64 -126.5%%*
(7.568)
age 65+ - 190 5%=*
(8.873)
made | 65, QF++
(8.637)
urban 1186
(4.416)
mrried 1173
(8.463)
divorced 17.42
(16.49)
widowed 2117
(12213
educquart2 3333%=%
(11.64)
educquart3 53.63%=*
(13.52)
educquant4 b
(17.19)
house hold work -0.523%==
(0.0 297
childcare -0.582%=*
{0.0372)
passive leisune -434%=w
{0.0265)
active leisure -0.615%**
(0.114)
house holdwork *male B Rt
{007 197
childcare*male 0125
(0.103)
passive keisure*male -445%==
{0.0370)
active leisura*male 0.213*
(0.122
Constant 136 gFFE
(15.17)
Observations 7073
F-stat 358,54
E-squared 0316

Standard emmors in parenthases
=¥ p0.01, ** p0.05, = p=0.1
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