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Analysis of the Elders’ Long-Term Care Arrangement and
Its Influencing Factors in Rural China

—Based on a Comparative Analysis between Shanghai and Hubei
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Abstract: By analyzing the survey data from both Shanghai and Hubei, the results show that institutional care

has not yet been widely accepted among rural elders in China. The willingness of long-term care (LTC) ar-

rangement differs significantly across the regions; formal LTC arrangement is more acceptable in more econom-

ically developed areas than those less developed. Many factors affect their preference of choices. The elders

with lower education level, paid job, lower household income, married and living with the spouse are more

willing to accept family care; while those with pension and medical insurance coverage are more willing to ac-

cept hiring someone outside of their family to take care of them or being admitted to a nursing home.
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