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Table 1 Implementation of urban-rural residents' health

insurance integration policy in sample areas
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Table 3 Descriptive statistics of relevant variables
- REA TR Xif B ZH

¥E brifE 22 ¥y brifE 22 HfH brifE2E
Vul (1.9 357T) 0.106 0.203 0.084 0.175 0.132 0.228
Vul,(3.1357T) 0.294 0.314 0.251 0.295 0.344 0.328

age 55.05 13.97 53.42 13.07 56.94 14.73
age, 1497 1203 1733 1184 1224 1167
marriage 0.859 0.348 0.844 0.363 0.878 0.328
edu 2.353 1.247 2.450 1.395 2.241 1.039
health 3.175 1.258 3.175 1.259 3.175 1.256
employ 0.789 0.408 0.809 0.393 0.767 0.423
depratio 0.109 0.201 0.102 0.213 0.117 0.187
Incon 9.211 0.836 9.291 0.881 9.119 0.770
Inasset 10.81 1.231 10.94 1.343 10.66 1.067

N 20983 20983 11 269 11269 9714 9714
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Table 4 Regression results based on DID method
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Table 5 Regression results based on PSM-DID
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P x N X N
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Fig.1 Parallel trend tests of health care integration on

reducing poverty vulnerability of rural households
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Table 6 Regression results with replacement of

explanatory variables
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P AR N N N v
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Fig.2 Distribution of estimated coefficients for virtual treatment groups
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Table 7 Regression results by per capita income group

TR A G EE (A G 20%)

HAFIR A ZBE (A 60%)

A GEE (AT 20%)

Ak ZERNEFHE Vuud, FRMESSPE vad,  SURMESSYE v, SRRESSYE vul,  SIRNESSYE v, BRRMESSTE Val,
(1.937K) (3.13&JL) (1.93%70) (3.13%71) (1.93%71) (3.1371)
DID -0.035" -0.030" -0.000 -0.010" 0.001 0.001
(0.017) (0.014) (0.003) (0.006) (0.002) (0.004)
A N N N N N N
R [ 72 SR N N N N N N
FIF i) [ A 17 N N N N N N
R 0.407 0.444 0.317 0.460 0.035 0.186
N 4201 4201 12 586 12 586 4196 4196
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3.1.2 ZAEESFESAE T
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Table 8 Regression results by poverty vulnerability grouping
MM T U5 20%) Hh AT A s 1 ( 60% ) en I 55 (T 20%)
s TRMESEEE vl FERBGSIE Val,  SRMESSYE v, SERRGESSTE Y, B PRI 55 M vl BRI Vul,
(1.9%IT) (3.13%€7T) (1.93%71) (3.1370) (1.9378) (3.1%0)
DID 0.000 0.000 -0.002 -0.010" -0.033" -0.024"
(0.000) (0.000) (0.001) (0.005) (0.019) (0.010)
P N N N N N N
TR E ] 7 UL N N N N N N
R ) N v N N N N
R 0.1224 0.1396 0.238 0.306 0.2174 0.197
N 4197 4197 12 590 12 590 4196 4196

VE S PR RRRR AR+ 0% RN BIRIRAE 1%, 5%, 10% FIK T b 835 5 V" il .

LR, %% VR [n) A2 T 7 2L (B S B BT AR I
PRESIE T AR S8, ST TR A R BT
PRI, i HT w3 1 55 1 1) % B o R 5k 45
FRAORTTAE T, DL 2 T+ 5 62 B v] R4k & e g
1, B 1k PR A
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AR SCHR A R BE TR A A AR AE 60 %7 L B Ak
GE R 3 b e B REA S A R A A L5 5T
BRI, EHAZE RN 9 P8 BUR X T
T I 2 A B DA 9 G EE 2% TR G 559 e 1) R PR A8 2R B
F (P<0.01) , 4> B FEAR 1.6% (1.9 3£ 50) 5 2.4% (3.1
FT0) HX A AN R BE R AR AN B3,
AT RE PR Ry 2 4 N R R R, GRE R T R AR A

5, MR 2 e A B fR B e $ A PRy i
B, JF AN REH B 4 AR 09 B 7 2 FH S, SR B R
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LNV

A SCE— 2P BT 120 A R 2 A AR
A e K 2 2 73 0y A A B B 7 R B2 -5 T AT e Al 57t K
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e 18 5% 1) S8 B R 4% AR SO 5 1 AR B e
FoR AR T A R R, B2 O 5 7T LA R AR AR
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Table 9 Regression results grouped by household characteristics
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Table 10 Regression Results Grouped by Ecological Regions
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Table 11 Mechanistic analysis regression results
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Table 12 Long-term effect regression results of urban and rural residents' health insurance integration
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Long-term effect of urban-rural residents' health insurance integration
on rural households in terms of poverty reduction

Gao Shutang, Tao Yuling
(School of Finance, Lanzhou University of Finance and Economics, Lanzhou 730030, China)

Abstract: In the context of the rural revitalization strategy, in order to achieve an effective connection between
poverty alleviation achievements and rural revitalization, basic medical insurance needs to play a long-term role
in poverty reduction and promote the sustainable development of ecological civilization and the economy in pov-
erty-stricken areas. This paper uses rural household data from the China Family Panel Studies (CFPS) from 2012
to 2020, and employs multi-period Difference-in-Differences (DID) and Propensity Score Matching-Difference-
in-Differences (PSM-DID) methods to examine the poverty prevention performance brought by the integration
policy of urban and rural residents' medical insurance as a basic public service, and further studies the long-term
effect of the policy on poverty reduction in rural families. The results show that the implementation of the integra-
tion policy of urban and rural residents' medical insurance can significantly reduce the vulnerability to poverty of
rural families and also play a good long-term role in poverty reduction. Through heterogeneity analysis, it is
found that the integration policy is more effective in reducing poverty among low- and middle-income groups,
families with high vulnerability to poverty, families without elderly members, families without hospitalized
members, and families in ecologically fragile areas. Mechanism tests show that the integration of urban and rural
residents' medical insurance can play a long-term role in poverty reduction by increasing rural household capital
accumulation, reducing healthcare expenditures, improving health status, and enhancing subjective social status.
Key words: integration of urban and rural residents' medical insurance; vulnerability to poverty; long-term ef-

fect of poverty reduction; time-varying DID



