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Study on Individual’ s Health Dynamics in Rural China
Han Huawei

Abstract: Based on four waves ( 1997 —2006) panel data of China Health and Nutrition Survey this paper studies the
individuals’ health dynamics and its persistence in rural China. We use the dynamic random effects probit model to control
the unobservable heterogeneity. In addition through adopting two estimation method developed by Heckman( 1981) and

i

Wooldridge( 2005) respectively we deal with the “initial conditions problem”. We find that state dependence have
significant effects on rural individuals’ health status after controlling for other factors. Our sub-sample analysis concludes
that those who are older and have lower level of income and less education are more likely to fall into persistent health
problems.
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