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Abstract 

There is an urgent need to understand and study the gender-based comprehensive own-perception approaches 

about health status. Our primary interest is to elucidate and capture whether and what determinants of gender 

disparity exist in own-perception about current and change in health status in Indian settings among the elderly. 

Therefore, we intended to examine the gender disparity in own-perception and their differences among the 

elderly in India. We used cross-sectional data from the 75th National Sample Survey Organizations (NSSO), 

collected from July 2017 to June 2018. The analytical sample constitutes 42759 cases of the elderly (eliminating 

two points of transgender). Thus, 21902 older men and 20857 older women have been considered. Two different 

measurements of own-perception about health status among the elderly have been used. We have calculated 

absolute gaps in the prevalence of current self-perception and change in health status by background 

characteristics. We carried out an ordered logistic regression model (or proportional odds model) to determine 

the predictors of health perception among the elderly. There is a clear gap between men and women in terms of 

rating poor perception about health; men generally have reported higher perception about their current health 

status when it comes to rating them excellent in terms of socio-economic outcomes like income, place of 

residence, and household structure. Despite numerous limitations, this study addressed the significant public 

health concern, which is crucial to address the challenge of the elderly health and their perception of well-being. 

 

Keywords: current health perception; change in health perception; gender gap; elderly. 
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Introduction 

Aging is an unavoidable process in physiological terms. According to the World Health Organization (2020), 

the populations around the world are aging faster than in the past, and its demographic transition would have a 

significant impact on almost all aspects of society (WHO, 2020). Every country throughout the world is 

experiencing growth in both the proportion and size of the elderly in the population (WHO, 2021). The primary 

care of the elderly is mainly influenced by health services, health conditions, and socio-economic factors (Nair 

et al., 2021). Though, gender accentuates a pivotal role in aging with significant gaps and variations in the 

health conditions and the care received. Hence, the gender gap in the aging process is putting forward many 

health challenges and opportunities that need to be addressed. Indeed, aging healthy and successfully is an 

overall goal for the elderly people, policymakers, and other health professionals. Despite that, whether "healthy 

aging" and "successful aging" truly signify by gender among the elderly themselves is still found to be unclear. 

Therefore, this question can be explained by assessing self-rated health, which is the easiest way to reveal the 

current and change in the health status.  

 

Own-perception about health status (OPHS) is one of the most frequent indicators used in social, clinical, and 

epidemiological research. It is a comprehensive measure of an individual's health status that can even reflect 

their condition without any clinical diagnosis (Kananen et al., 2021). Despite its non-explicit nature, it seems to 

be a robust predictor of future functional and physical health status, morbidity, and mortality that may differ by 

gender, age, place, health status, social class, culture, and countries (Idler & Benyamini, 1997; Jylhä, 2009). 

Various disease risks screening (My, 2006) and clinical trials (Fayers & Sprangers, 2002) have been performed 

using self-rated health as a tool in developed countries. Perception about health status is an individual's 

subjective concept which lies between the social & biological world with psychological experiences. Generally, 

the empirical research on perception about own health status arrived from the epidemiological tradition that 

particularly emphasized statistical associations of correlates instead of the process from which these correlations 

become known (Jylhä, 2009).  

 

A large body of literature concerning OPHS has been suggested to explain its determinants and outcomes, which 

may reflect ill-health behavior (Garrity et al., 1978; Lee et al., 2012; Leinonen et al., 2001; Singh et al., 2013; 

Zimmer et al., 2000). Apart from this, OPHS also reflects psychosocial or lifestyle conditions (Harrington et al., 

2010). A previous study conducted in Thailand has revealed that self-assessed health is a robust indicator of 

functional status, chronic diseases, and psychosocial symptoms among the elderly (Haseen et al., 2010). Another 

study has suggested that the elderly involved in activities of daily living limitations, worse chronic & mental 

health conditions, poorer self-reported memory have lower self-rated health in the United States and China (Xu 

et al., 2019). Despite that, previous research conducted in Taiwan has found psychological and physical 

propensities associations with poor SRH among the elderly (Lee et al., 2012). A longitudinal study revealed that 

the elderly's physical and functional activities had been the strong predictors in self-assessments of health in 

Finland (Leinonen et al., 2001). 

 

While the general public health and well-being among the Indian population have been challenging, the health 

disparities between older men and women have not reduced significantly. However, few studies have been 
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conducted in India on own-perception about health status from a gender perspective (Bora & Saikia, 2015; 

Kumar & Pradhan, 2019; Singh et al., 2013). Earlier studies showed that gender impacts unhealthy and healthy 

lifestyles perceptions and gender gaps exist during health-related decision-making. Still, own-perception about 

health status by gender is unknown and difficult to understand because of the paucity of empirical research from 

both the aspects of theoretical and conceptual vagueness.  

 

To our best knowledge, no research has been yet performed on current and changes together in health perception 

by gender in India among the elderly. Moreover, we already know that population aging is an emerging issue for 

India with significant socio-demographic, economic, and public health implications. It is an inescapable process 

that faces various health challenges. Older men and women present an attractive comparative setting to the 

medical practitioners, policymakers, and researchers to recognize the factors influencing the elderly's health 

perception to identify illness behavior (Garrity et al., 1978). At the same time, the comprehensive understanding 

of the elderly's health perception is poorly understood concerning gender. 

 

There is an urgent need to understand and study the gender-based comprehensive self-perception approaches 

about health status. In the present study, our main interest is to elucidate and capture whether and how gender 

disparity exists in own-perception about current and change in health status in Indian settings among the elderly. 

The gender gap in health perception among the elderly is still largely unclear; however, no previous studies have 

attributed these gaps to the current and change in health perceptions among the elderly people in the Indian 

context. Therefore, the present study has intended to examine the gender disparity in own-perception and their 

change among the elderly in India. 

 

Methods 

Data source 

The present study has used the data from the 25th schedule of the 75th round of the National Sample Survey 

Organizations (NSSO), collected from July 2017 to June 2018. The NSSO has been a public organization since 

1950 under the Ministry of Statistics and Programme Implementation (MOSPI) of the Government of India. It is 

a nationally and state/Union Territory (UT) representative household, cross-sectional, population-based survey. 

This data is publicly published and can be accessible using https://www.mospi.gov.in/web/mospi/download-

tables-data/-/reports/view/templateTwo/16202?q=TBDCAT  

 

Analytical sample 

The analytical sample constitutes 42759 cases of the elderly (eliminating two cases of transgender). Thus, 21902 

older men and 20857 older women have been considered.  

 

Outcome variables 

The study has used two different measurements of own-perception about health status among the elderly. Thus, 

two outcome variables have been used.  

o The first outcome variable is the trichotomous variable of own-perception about current health status. 

During the survey, the respondent asked the question to rate the individual's perception about the 
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current status of health using the scales. The scales were categorized into three. Poor as '1', good/fair is 

taken as '2' and 'Excellent/very good is taken as '3'. 

o The second outcome variable is also a trichotomous variable of own perception about change in the 

state of health. The questionnaire has been asked the respondent to rate the individual's own perception 

change in the state of health using the scales. The scales were categorized into five, but we have 

converted them into three in the present study (See variable description in the Supplemental files). 

Somewhat worse/worse as '1', nearly the same is taken as '2', and compared to the previous year: much 

better/ somewhat better is taken as '3'. 

 

Independent variables 

Literature suggests that there are several predictors of own-perception such as social, demographic, physical, 

cognitive, and mental factors that have been used in Indian settings and other countries as well (Bora & Saikia, 

2015; Galenkamp et al., 2013; Kumar & Pradhan, 2019; Lee et al., 2012; Leinonen et al., 2001; Singh et al., 

2013; Wagner & Short, 2014). Therefore, the independent variables were applied in the present study mainly 

emphasized on socio-demographic & economic background characteristics and health information of the 

elderly. These background characteristics comprise of age groups, regions, place of residence, education level, 

marital status, household members, wealth quintiles, social groups (caste groups), religion, owned house, health 

insurance support, living arrangements, economic dependency, any communicable diseases and any chronic 

diseases (See Supplemental files). 

 

Statistical Analysis 

We performed the univariate and bivariate analysis with suitable background characteristics. We have calculated 

absolute gaps in the prevalence of current own-perception and change in health status by background 

characteristics. The absolute gender gaps are in two folds defined as: 

 

o �������� 
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������	 ������ �  �����������

������	 ���� 

o �������� 
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The study has then carried out an ordered logistic regression model (or proportional odds model) to determine 

the predictors of health perception among the elderly. The ordered logistic model is a regression model for an 

ordinal response variable (Grilli & Rampichini, 2014). Since the study has outcome variables with more than 

two categories and the values of each category have a sequential order and meet the criteria of proportional odds 

assumption. The study has used an ordered logistic regression model in terms of proportional odds ratios. The 

proportional odds ratios are estimated by exponentiating the ordered logit coefficients (UCLA: Statistical 

Consulting, 2021).  
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The parameter+� is known as cut points (or threshold). They are in increasing orders here, are as follow: 

1. poor<good<excellent 

2. Worst<nearly same<better than before 

 

Results 

Sample profile 

Table 1 shows the sample profile by gender with suitable socio-economic, demographic, and health 

characteristics among the elderly in India from the period (2017-18). There are 65% young-old women & 64% 

young-old and oldest woman (9%) are higher than most aged men (8%) while middle-old women (25%) are 

lower than middle-old men (27%). The majority of both older women & men belonged to the rural residence, 

Southern region, Hindu religion, most affluent group. About 63% of older women & 35% of older men have no 

education. Older women have marginally lower insurance coverage than men. There are 68% older women who 

are entirely economically dependent, whereas older men are only 27%. About 88% of older women & 86% of 

older men live with others other than their spouse.  However, chronic diseases are higher among older women 

than men. 

 

[Insert Table 1 here] 

 

Gender gaps in own-perception about current health status  

Table 2 shows absolute gender gaps (%) in own-perception about current health status among the elderly in 

India from 2017-18. About 4% absolute gender gaps (AGG) are observed in poor OPHScurrent among both 

young-old and middle-old age groups, which are higher than the oldest-old age. AGG in poor OPHScurrent is 

higher in rural (4.7%) than urban areas (3.4%). North-eastern regions (7.65) have the highest AGG in poor 

OPHScurrent, whereas Southern regions have the lowest (3.4%). Marginally higher AGG in poor OPHScurrent is 

seen among non-married than married and more than five-HH-members. No education (3.6%), Non-Hindu 

(8.6%), OBC (4.5%), SC/ST (4.3%), and Poorest (8.8%) have the highest AGG in poor OPHScurrent. Despite 

that, uncovered insurance support (4.6%) has greater AGG in poor OPHScurrent than covered insurance (2.6%). 

Higher AGG in poor OPHScurrent is reflected among those who are not dependent economically (5.5%), live with 

others other than a spouse (4.4%), and owned-house (4%). However, lower AGG in poor OPHScurrent is found 

among the elderly with communicable diseases (2.5%) but more significant among those with chronic diseases 

(5%). 

 

Besides that, greater AGG in good OPHScurrent is reflected among those with higher education (4.6%), Richest 

group (2.25%), and fully economically dependent (7.5%). 

 

[Insert Table 2 here] 

 

Gender gaps in own-perception about change in health status  

Table 3 shows absolute gender gaps (%) in own-perception about change in health status among the elderly in 

India from 2017-18. Around 3.1% AGG in nearly-same OPHSchange are found among oldest-old which is greater 
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than the young-old (2%) & middle-old (1.6%). AGG in the nearly-same OPHSchange is lower among urban 

(1.3%) than rural (2.6%). Eastern regions (6%) have the highest AGG in nearly-same OPHSchange, followed by 

North-eastern region (4.6%), Southern region (2%) but lowest is seen in the Northern region (1.6%). Unmarried 

(5.2%), primary education (3.7%), middle-income group (5.5%), covered insurance (4.3%), economically 

independent (6.45%), living alone (14.5%) & owned house (2.1%) have higher AGG in nearly-same OPHSchange. 

Interestingly, Non-Hindus (1.7%) have marginally lower AGG in nearly-same OPHSchange than the Hindus 

(2.3%), but OBC (4.4%) has higher AGG in nearly-same OPHSchange than SC/ST (2.5%). Nearly 2.4% AGG in 

the nearly-same OPHSchange is seen among those with no communicable diseases. 

 

However, young-old age has lower AGG (0.3%) in much-better-OPHSchange than middle-old age (1.3%). Urban 

areas have marginally higher AGG in much-better-OPHSchange than rural. Highest AGG in much-better-

OPHSchange is found in the Northern region (3.15%), followed by the Eastern region (2.3%), Central region (2%), 

Western region (2%), and lowest in the Southern region (0.9%). Only 1% AGG in much-better-OPHSchange is 

seen among married, fully mobile, and uncovered insurance. Negligible AGG in much-better-OPHSchange is 

observed among those with no education (0.1%) but significantly higher among Higher education (11.3%). Non-

Hindu religion (2.06%), General caste (3%), and Richer group (2.5%) have the highest AGG in much-better-

OPHSchange. More than five HH-members are facing greater AGG in much-better-OPHSchange. Interestingly, 

significantly greater AGG in much-better-OPHSchange is observed among the elderly with communicable 

diseases (10%). Still, there is marginal AGG in much-better-OPHSchange reflected among those with chronic 

diseases.  

 

[Insert Table 3 here] 

 

Determinants of (OPHScurrent) and (OPHSchange) 

Table 4 shows the result of ordered regression analysis of own-perception about the current (OPHScurrent) & 

change (OPHSchange) in health status among the elderly in India with suitable background characteristics, 2017-

18. Model 1 in Table 4 shows that odds of being rated good or excellent (versus poor) are found to be 

significantly higher among women [OR=1.27; CI=1.21, 1.34] than men. The middle-old [OR=0.5; CI=0.47, 

0.52] and oldest-old [OR=0.27; CI=0.25, 0.29] have significantly lower odds of being rated good or excellent 

(versus poor) compared to young old. The elderly belonging to the Western [OR=1.67; CI=1.55, 1.8] and 

Southern [OR=1.3; CI=1.21, 1.39] regions had significantly greater odds of being rated good or excellent 

(versus poor) compared to Northern regions while the North-Eastern, Central and Eastern regions showed lower. 

The odds ratio of being rated good or excellent (versus poor) is also greater and significant for socio-economic 

factors like marital status, education, and income (only richer and richest group). The results indicate the greater 

preference odds of health perception among the household member more than five [OR=1.12; CI=1.07, 1.18] 

compared to household member ≤5.  Lower odds of being rated good or excellent (versus poor) were found 

among the elderly who receives regular wages, casual wages, and others compared to self-employed.  

 

Despite that, we have also examined key risk predictors like economic independence, living arrangements, place 

of stay, chronic diseases, communicable diseases and health insurance, and family size. The elderly covered 
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with health insurance, partial and fully economically dependent, were at lower odds. In contrast, elderly living 

with others [OR=1.27; CI=1.08, 1.5] show greater odds of having a good or excellent perception of health than 

living alone. At the same time, it has been found that elderly who stay at their own house [OR=1.16; CI=1.08, 

1.25] show higher odds of having a good or excellent perception of health than staying in others’ houses. The 

odds of being rated good or excellent perception about health (versus poor) is found lower with any 

communicable disease conditions, as can be seen from the odds ratios [OR=0.78; CI=0.68, 0.89], and similar 

results is being found with any chronic diseases [OR=0.37; CI=0.35, 0.39] respectively.  

 

However, Model 2 in Table 4 shows the results of ordered logistic regression for own perception about the 

change in health status. The model's outcome variable was categorized as (nearly-same or better than before 

(versus worse) with worse change as the reference category. The result shows a clear and significant association 

between change in health perception and socio-economic and other risk factors. Socio-economic factors like 

gender, residence, wealth quintile and household size have positive and significant associations. The odds of 

being rated nearly-same or better (versus worse) change in health perception were found to be higher among 

older women [OR=1.1; CI=1.05, 1.15] compared to older men. While the lower odds of a change in health 

perception were found among middle-old and oldest-old compared to young-old, similar results were found in 

OPHScurrent. Now, compared to the rural residence, urban residence [OR=1.14; CI=1.09, 1.19] is showing 

higher odds of being rated same or better (versus worse) change in health perception. Southern, Western and 

Northeastern regions show greater while the eastern region showed lower odds of a change in health perception 

than the Northern region. The socio-economic factors like marital status, educational status, and income (only 

richer and richest group) reflect the higher odds of being rated the same or better (versus worse) change in 

health perception.  The greater odds of being rated nearly-same or better (versus worse) change in health 

perception was found among the household member more than five [OR=1.04; CI=1, 1.09] than household 

member ≤5.  Lower odds of being rated nearly-same or better (versus worse) were found among the elderly who 

receive only casual wages and others than self-employed.  

 

Notwithstanding, the insured elderly, partially and fully economically dependent elderly have lower odds of 

being rated same or better (versus worse) change in health perception, while the elderly who stays at their own 

house exhibited higher. Elderly with communicable diseases [OR=0.78; CI=0.69, 0.89], and chronic diseases 

[OR=048; CI=0.46, 0.5] showing lower odds of being rated same or better (versus worse) change in health 

perception. 

 

[Insert Table 4 here] 

 

Discussion 

We have used India's large-scale national sample survey data, where we have examined not only the current 

health perception but also analyzed it to study the change in health perception among the elderly from a gender 

perspective. The perception about the health status of the reflects the health condition which is a significant 

predictor for active and healthy aging. Given the rapid growth of the elderly and increasing life longevity, 

quality of life at upper ages are the significant factors to be studied from a public health perspective. While 
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many factors determine the quality of life at older ages, one of the significant factors is the own perception of 

the elderly, which they want to perceive about their health (Bhan et al., 2017). Therefore, we attempted to 

examine the current health perception and the change in health perception among the elderly in India, owing to 

the notion that perception about health is one of the significant factors that shapers the better quality of life at 

later ages (Akhtar & Saikia, 2021; Ranjan & Muraleedharan, 2020; Smith et al., 2012).  

 

Current health perception 

Our results showed a clear and significant association between health perception and socio-economic outcomes. 

While there is a clear gap between men and women in terms of rating poor perception about health, men 

generally have reported higher perceptions about their current status of health when it comes to rating them 

excellent in terms of socio-economic outcomes like income, place of residence, and household structure or size. 

These results were similar to earlier findings where women generally report poor perceptions about their health 

stats (Welin et al., 2011). This signifies the importance of better socio-economic conditions from a gender 

perspective, where women with better socio-economic conditions likely indicate a lower perception of health 

(Rathbun et al., 2020). 

 

An earlier study has suggested that health perception is affected by health behavior, and it is also attributed to 

illness, especially to the advanced aged because of the chronic disease, which is unavoidable support to an older 

age (Dohrmann, 2018). We have also examined the factors like morbidity in which both communicable diseases 

and chronic diseases showed lower odds of being rated good or excellent in health perception and our finding is 

also supported by the previous studies (Barreto & Figueiredo, 2009; Cramm & Nieboer, 2016; Diener & Chan, 

2011; Dohrmann, 2018). 

 

These factors determine the differences in gender perception of health status were similar to what we witnessed 

in socio-economic factors like income, residence, family size, and education, where a greater proportion of 

women reported poor health perception as compared to men (Krewski et al., 2006; Lemyre et al., 2006; Linder 

et al., 2010). These findings corroborate with earlier results in many other studies reflecting the asymmetry in 

gender dimension of health perception about their current health (Linder et al., 2010). Factors like economic 

dependency and health insurance are also key to health perception. The results from our study confirm this 

association. Similarly, results were found in terms of economic independence reflecting the fact that health 

perception is independent of whether being insured or financially independent by gender perspective (Ha & 

Kim, 2019). 

 

Change in health perception 

The results in the study were slightly contrasting to what we have obtained about the perception of the current 

status of health. Although there is a significant and clear association of change in current perception of health 

with various risk factors as found in the earlier studies (Machón et al., 2016). The perception of women's health 

has significantly similar in this case. The results are identical to what we witnessed in Model 1 (Table 4). The 

change in perception among women was found to be higher as compared to men both in terms of socio-

economic and health outcomes (Forte et al., 2015). Our finding has also showed that the urban residence and 
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married elderly have higher odds of being rated nearly-same or better change in health perception and similar 

results have also been found in the previous studies (Ellis et al., 2021; Goldstein et al., 1984).  

 

However, the factors like educational status of the elderly, income status, and household size also reported better 

perception about change in health perception after hospitalization (De-Nour & Shanan, 1966). Previous studies 

have clearly reflected that the perception that can vary once the change in health status is improved among the 

women (Warmoth et al., 2016; Watcharanat et al., 2019).  

 

The current study provides a detailed analysis of health perception and its gender perspective among the elderly 

in India. At the same time, the results confirm that women report more likely poor health as compared to men 

given various socio-economic and health outcomes. A previous study (Husain & Ghosh, 2017) has suggested 

that there is slightly a better perception about health when we measure the change in current perception of health 

among women as compared to men. Despite some limitations, this study tried to make a significant account of 

not only perception about the current health status but also change in the perception of current health status 

among the elderly. 

 

Limitations 

The study could not include the various key factors while examining the health perception phenomena. Factors 

like body mass index, frailty, and other nutritional health outcomes could not be examined since the data was 

not available about them in the sample taken for consideration. Secondly, the study was mainly conducted on 

the elderly aged 50 and above, which might not be the case in terms of the younger population given their less 

vulnerability to health and socio-economic risks. Moreover, there is already a challenge of age-related 

discrimination and greater disability likelihood at upper ages, which might have significantly affected the results 

in this study. 

 

Conclusions 

Despite numerous limitations, this study addressed the significant public health concern, which is key to 

addressing the challenge of the elderly health and their perception of well-being. The elderly are more 

vulnerable to health and physical outcomes given the age-related life cycle changes, so the increased risk for 

active and healthy aging is likely a challenge given the low perception about current health status. Moreover, the 

challenges are multiple given the asymmetry from a gender perspective since women are more prone to these 

health outcomes, which likely risks their well-being. Therefore, this study identifies a significant gender gap in 

this domain since identifying the elderly health perception can be significant in terms of their healthcare services 

and caregiving approaches.   
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Table 1 Sample distribution of health perception among the elderly in India by gender with suitable background 

characteristics, 2017-18. (n=42,759). 

Background Men Women 
Samples Percentage (%) Samples Percentage (%) 

Age-groups     
Young old 14,094 64.35 13,674 65.56 
Middle old 5,977 27.29 5,256 25.2 
Oldest old 1,831 8.36 1,927 9.24 
Place of residence     
Rural 12,108 55.28 11,489 55.08 
Urban 9,794 44.72 9,368 44.92 
Regions     
Northern 4,454 20.34 4,340 20.81 
Nort-Eastern 2,169 9.9 1,820 8.73 
Central 3,256 14.87 3,082 14.78 
Eastern 3,672 16.77 3,314 15.89 
Western 3,076 14.04 3,110 14.91 
Southern 5,275 24.08 5,191 24.89 
Marital status     
Never* 3,392 15.49 10,045 48.16 
married 18,510 84.51 10,812 51.84 
Education status     
No-education 7,746 35.37 13,123 62.92 
primary 7,238 33.05 5,145 24.67 
secondary 4,429 20.22 1,699 8.15 
Higher 2,489 11.36 890 4.27 
Religion     
Hindu 16,979 77.52 16,261 77.96 
Non-hindu 4,923 22.48 4,596 22.04 
Caste groups     
SC/ST 5,153 23.53 4,891 23.45 
OBC 8,416 38.43 8,103 38.85 
General 8,333 38.05 7,863 37.7 
Wealth index     
Poorest 3,666 16.74 3,525 16.9 
Poorer 3,622 16.54 3,525 16.9 
Middle 4,153 18.96 3,975 19.06 
Richer 4,960 22.65 4,673 22.4 
Richest 5,501 25.12 5,159 24.74 
HH-members     
<= 5 10,556 48.2 10,644 51.03 
>5 11,346 51.8 10,213 48.97 
HH Type     
Self employed 13,900 63.46 13,007 62.36 
Regular wages 2,107 9.62 2,237 10.73 
Casual workers 2,469 11.27 2,508 12.02 
Others 3,426 15.64 3,105 14.89 
Insurance status     
Uncovered 17,286 78.92 16,599 79.58 
Covered 4,616 21.08 4,258 20.42 
Economically     
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independence 
Independent 10,598 48.39 1,812 8.69 
Partial 5,328 24.33 4,801 23.02 
Fully 5,976 27.29 14,244 68.29 
Living 
arrangements     
Alone 208 0.95 633 3.03 
Only with spouse 2,791 12.74 1,758 8.43 
Others* 18,903 86.31 18,466 88.54 
Place of stay     
Other's house 1,286 5.87 2,724 13.06 
Owned house 20,616 94.13 18,133 86.94 
Any 
communicable 
diseases     
No 21,401 97.71 20,388 97.75 
Yes 501 2.29 469 2.25 
Any chronic 
diseases     
No 16,817 76.78 15,846 75.97 
Yes 5,085 23.22 5,011 24.03 
Total 21,902 100 20,857 100 

Source: Authors’ own calculation using 75th round of National Sample Survey data. 

Note: Never*: includes elderly who were never married or separated or divorced. Non-Hindu*: includes elderly 

who were belong to Muslims or Christians or Sikhs or Jains or Buddhists or others. Alone*: As an inmate of old 

age homes or not as an inmate of old age homes. Others*: without spouse but with children or other relations or 

non-relations. Abbreviations: SC- Schedule Caste; ST-Schedule Tribe; OBC- Other Backward Caste. 
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Table 2 Absolute gender gaps (%) in own-perception about current health status among the elderly in India by gender with suitable background characteristics, 2017-18 

(n=42,759). 

Background Men Women Absolute gaps 
Poor Good Excellent Poor Good Excellent Poor Good Excellent 

Age-groups          
Young old 11.61 75.61 12.78 15.66 75.61 8.73 4.05 0 -4.05 
Middle old 24.55 69.1 6.35 29.07 66.43 4.49 4.52 -2.67 -1.86 
Oldest old 45.74 50.83 3.42 46.29 50.7 3.01 0.55 -0.13 -0.41 
Place of residence          
Rural 19.02 71.68 9.3 23.74 69.87 6.39 4.72 -1.81 -2.91 
Urban 14.3 72.97 12.72 17.71 73.62 8.67 3.41 0.65 -4.05 
Regions          
Northern 14.48 74.3 11.22 19.22 74.67 6.11 4.74 0.37 -5.11 
Nort-Eastern 19.88 70.42 9.7 27.56 63.05 9.39 7.68 -7.37 -0.31 
Central 16.56 74.66 8.78 20.44 73.42 6.14 3.88 -1.24 -2.64 
Eastern 24.74 67.78 7.48 31.48 64.97 3.55 6.74 -2.81 -3.93 
Western 13.15 71.3 15.55 16.92 70.55 12.54 3.77 -0.75 -3.01 
Southern 16.37 73.15 10.48 19.76 73.08 7.16 3.39 -0.07 -3.32 
Marital status          
Never+sep/div 24.78 67.16 8.06 26.26 67.86 5.88 1.48 0.7 -2.18 
Married 16.01 73.1 10.89 16.62 74.79 8.59 0.61 1.69 -2.3 
Education status          
No-education 19.61 72.32 8.07 23.24 70.58 6.18 3.63 -1.74 -1.89 
Primary 19.13 71.55 9.32 20.86 71.29 7.85 1.73 -0.26 -1.47 
Secondary 13.54 72.11 14.35 14.13 73 12.87 0.59 0.89 -1.48 
Higher 9.67 72.93 17.4 11.3 77.5 11.2 1.63 4.57 -6.2 
Religion          
Hindu 17.59 71.9 10.51 20.98 71.9 7.12 3.39 0 -3.39 
Non-hindu 16.96 73.11 9.93 25.58 67.13 7.29 8.62 -5.98 -2.64 
Caste groups          
SC/ST 18.12 73.36 8.52 22.54 71.33 6.13 4.42 -2.03 -2.39 
OBC 16.49 73.37 10.15 21.02 71.51 7.46 4.53 -1.86 -2.69 
General 18.23 69.76 12.01 22.11 70.43 7.46 3.88 0.67 -4.55 
Wealth index          
Poorest 19.04 71.89 9.07 25.92 68.18 5.9 6.88 -3.71 -3.17 
Poorer 17.14 73.12 9.74 21.17 72.46 6.38 4.03 -0.66 -3.36 
Middle 18.26 71.98 9.75 20.84 69.88 9.28 2.58 -2.1 -0.47 
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Richer 18.51 71.6 9.89 21.81 71.19 7 3.3 -0.41 -2.89 
Richest 14.4 71.95 13.65 18.44 74.2 7.36 4.04 2.25 -6.29 
Household members          
<= 5 16.92 73.14 9.94 21.04 72.04 6.92 4.12 -1.1 -3.02 
>5 18.24 70.71 11.05 22.78 69.73 7.5 4.54 -0.98 -3.55 
HH Type          
Self employed 15.93 72.57 11.5 20.83 71.11 8.06 4.9 -1.46 -3.44 
Regular wages 17.86 74.77 7.37 22.55 72.83 4.62 4.69 -1.94 -2.75 
Casual workers 20.42 69.88 9.7 24.43 69.67 5.91 4.01 -0.21 -3.79 
Others 20.02 71.18 8.81 21.6 71.76 6.64 1.58 0.58 -2.17 
Insurance status          
Uncovered 17.03 71.86 11.11 21.66 70.87 7.48 4.63 -0.99 -3.63 
Covered 19.43 73.12 7.45 22.09 72.19 5.72 2.66 -0.93 -1.73 
Economically 
independence          
Independent 9.25 76.42 14.33 14.75 71.33 13.92 5.5 -5.09 -0.41 
Partial 17.1 73.79 9.12 16.49 75.23 8.28 -0.61 1.44 -0.84 
Fully 33.91 62.17 3.92 24.57 69.67 5.75 -9.34 7.5 1.83 
Living 
arrangements          
Alone 27.51 67.94 4.56 25.22 67.06 7.72 -2.29 -0.88 3.16 
Only with spouse 15.69 75 9.31 17.01 74.99 8 1.32 -0.01 -1.31 
Others* 17.68 71.54 10.78 22.05 70.95 7 4.37 -0.59 -3.78 
Place of stay          
Other's house 28.48 65.99 5.53 28.12 67.38 4.5 -0.36 1.39 -1.03 
Owned house 16.8 72.48 10.72 20.79 71.66 7.54 3.99 -0.82 -3.18 
Any communicable 
diseases          
No 17.38 72.15 10.47 21.66 71.13 7.21 4.28 -1.02 -3.26 
Yes 24.36 68.74 6.9 26.89 69.96 3.14 2.53 1.22 -3.76 
Any chronic 
diseases          
No 13.42 74.4 12.17 17.36 74.21 8.43 3.94 -0.19 -3.74 
Yes 31.71 64.03 4.26 36.7 60.53 2.77 4.99 -3.5 -1.49 
Source: Authors’ own calculation using 75th round of National Sample Survey data. 
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Note: Never*: includes elderly who were never married or separated or divorced. Non-Hindu*: includes elderly who were belong to Muslims or Christians or Sikhs or Jains 

or Buddhists or others. Alone*: As an inmate of old age homes or not as an inmate of old age homes. Others*: without spouse but with children or other relations or non-

relations. Abbreviations: SC- Schedule Caste; ST-Schedule Tribe; OBC- Other Backward Caste. 

 

Table 3 Absolute gender gaps (%) in own-perception about change in health status among the elderly in India by gender with suitable background characteristics, 2017-18. 

(n=42,759). 

Background Men Women Absolute gaps 

Worse Nearly same 
Better than 

before Worse Nearly same 
Better than 

before Worse Nearly same 
Better than 

before 
Age-groups          
Young old 15.05 65.05 19.9 17.31 63.08 19.61 -2.26 1.97 0.29 
Middle old 24.91 57.79 17.3 27.82 56.18 16 -2.91 1.61 1.3 
Oldest old 42.05 44.77 13.19 44.98 41.66 13.37 -2.93 3.11 -0.18 
Place of residence          
Rural 21.27 61.11 17.62 24.38 58.45 17.17 -3.11 2.66 0.45 
Urban 16.13 62.83 21.04 18.37 61.52 20.12 -2.24 1.31 0.92 
Regions          
Northern 16.63 67.13 16.24 21.44 65.47 13.09 -4.81 1.66 3.15 
Nort-Eastern 19.8 61.69 18.51 23.36 57.1 19.54 -3.56 4.59 -1.03 
Central 22.01 60.87 17.12 23.96 60.95 15.09 -1.95 -0.08 2.03 
Eastern 23.65 65 11.35 27.26 59.06 13.68 -3.61 5.94 -2.33 
Western 17.82 58.27 23.91 19.83 58.28 21.88 -2.01 -0.01 2.03 
Southern 17.11 58.54 24.35 19.98 56.57 23.45 -2.87 1.97 0.9 
Marital status          
Never* 24.01 61.52 14.47 25.89 56.31 17.81 -1.88 5.21 -3.34 
Married 18.7 61.7 19.6 18.43 63.04 18.53 0.27 -1.34 1.07 
Education status          
No-education 21.92 61.2 16.89 24.29 58.96 16.75 -2.37 2.24 0.14 
Primary 20.43 61.87 17.7 19.98 58.16 21.86 0.45 3.71 -4.16 
Secondary 16.54 60.05 23.41 15.47 60.37 24.16 1.07 -0.32 -0.75 
Higher 12.12 65.77 22.12 11.93 77.27 10.81 0.19 -11.5 11.31 
Religion          
Hindu 19.39 61.75 18.86 21.98 59.46 18.56 -2.59 2.29 0.3 
Non-hindu 20.63 61.26 18.12 24.45 59.5 16.06 -3.82 1.76 2.06 
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Caste groups          
SC/ST 19.11 64.5 16.39 22.33 61.95 15.72 -3.22 2.55 0.67 
OBC 19.27 61.12 19.62 22.41 56.74 20.85 -3.14 4.38 -1.23 
General 20.31 60.41 19.28 22.4 61.26 16.34 -2.09 -0.85 2.94 
Wealth index          
Poorest 20.82 61.49 17.69 23.55 60.46 15.99 -2.73 1.03 1.7 
Poorer 19.85 63.27 16.88 24.3 58.97 16.73 -4.45 4.3 0.15 
Middle 20.15 61.19 18.66 23.45 55.69 20.86 -3.3 5.5 -2.2 
Richer 20.94 58.83 20.24 22.43 59.83 17.74 -1.49 -1 2.5 
Richest 16.2 63.6 20.21 18.12 62.18 19.7 -1.92 1.42 0.51 
Household members          
<= 5 18.56 62.41 19.03 22.35 58.47 19.18 -3.79 3.94 -0.15 
>5 20.98 60.68 18.34 22.45 60.94 16.61 -1.47 -0.26 1.73 
HH Type          
Self employed® 18.04 62.54 19.42 22.34 59.53 18.13 4.3 -3.01 -1.29 
Regular wages 21.06 61.31 17.63 23.58 56.13 20.29 2.52 -5.18 2.66 
Casual workers 22.9 59.31 17.79 23.61 59 17.39 0.71 -0.31 -0.4 
Others 21.22 61.01 17.77 20.66 61.47 17.87 -0.56 0.46 0.1 
Insurance status          
Uncovered 19.4 61.36 19.24 22.04 59.63 18.33 -2.64 1.73 0.91 
Covered 20.42 63 16.57 23.91 58.74 17.35 -3.49 4.26 -0.78 
Economically 
independence          
Independent 13.41 66.15 20.43 15.66 59.7 24.65 -2.25 6.45 -4.22 
Partial 19.04 60.46 20.5 20.05 57.08 22.86 -1.01 3.38 -2.36 
Fully 32.15 53.99 13.86 24.19 60.25 15.56 7.96 -6.26 -1.7 
Living 
arrangements          
Alone 19.72 67.18 13.09 23.03 52.64 24.33 -3.31 14.54 -11.24 
Only with spouse 18.41 62.1 19.49 20.44 61.05 18.51 -2.03 1.05 0.98 
Others* 19.86 61.46 18.68 22.58 59.81 17.61 -2.72 1.65 1.07 
Place of stay          
Other's house 29.17 57.22 13.62 31.22 57.14 11.64 -2.05 0.08 1.98 
Owned house 19 61.95 19.05 21.08 59.81 19.11 -2.08 2.14 -0.06 
Any communicable 
diseases          
No 19.45 61.91 18.64 22.29 59.51 18.2 -2.84 2.4 0.44 
Yes 28.79 46.62 24.58 28.48 56.55 14.96 0.31 -9.93 9.62 
Any chronic          
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diseases 
No 16.26 63.58 20.16 18.8 61.55 19.65 -2.54 2.03 0.51 
Yes 31.28 54.99 13.73 34.63 52.35 13.01 -3.35 2.64 0.72 
Source: Authors’ own calculation using 75th round of National Sample Survey data. 

Note: Never*: includes elderly who were never married or separated or divorced. Non-Hindu*: includes elderly who were belong to Muslims or Christians or Sikhs or Jains 

or Buddhists or others. Alone*: As an inmate of old age homes or not as an inmate of old age homes. Others*: without spouse but with children or other relations or non-

relations. Abbreviations: SC- Schedule Caste; ST-Schedule Tribe; OBC- Other Backward Caste. 
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Table 4 Ordered regression analysis of own-perception about current & change in health status among the 
elderly in India with suitable background characteristics, 2017-18. (n=42,759). 

Background Characteristics Own perception about current 

health status 

Own perception about change in 

health status 

Proportional Odds Ratio [C.I.] Proportional Odds Ratio [C.I.] 

Model 1 Model 2 

Gender   

Men®   

Women 1.27††† [1.21,1.34] 1.1††† [1.05,1.15] 

Age-groups   

Young old®   

Middle old 0.5††† [0.47,0.52] 0.67††† [0.65,0.71] 

Oldest old 0.27††† [0.25,0.29] 0.43††† [0.4,0.46] 

Place of residence   

Rural®   

Urban 1.04[0.99,1.09] 1.14††† [1.09,1.19] 

Regions   

Northern®   

North-Eastern 0.86††† [0.79,0.94] 1.12††† [1.03,1.2] 

Central 0.93†[0.86,1] 0.99[0.93,1.06] 

Eastern 0.69††† [0.64,0.74] 0.89††† [0.83,0.95] 

Western 1.67††† [1.55,1.8] 1.39††† [1.3,1.48] 

Southern 1.3††† [1.21,1.39] 1.52††† [1.43,1.61] 

Marital status   

Never+sep/div®   

Married 1.2††† [1.13,1.26] 1.08††† [1.02,1.13] 

Education status   

No-education®   

Primary 1.21††† [1.15,1.28] 1.08††† [1.03,1.13] 

Secondary 1.47††† [1.36,1.58] 1.23††† [1.15,1.31] 

Higher 1.58††† [1.43,1.74] 1.3††† [1.2,1.42] 

Religion   

Hindu®   

Non-hindu 0.92††† [0.87,0.97] 0.93††† [0.88,0.97] 

Caste groups   

SC/ST®   

OBC 1.04[0.98,1.1] 0.99[0.94,1.04] 

General 0.92††† [0.87,0.98] 0.97[0.92,1.02] 

Wealth index   
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Poorest®   

Poorer 1.06[0.99,1.14] 1.03[0.96,1.1] 

Middle 1.04[0.97,1.12] 1.01[0.95,1.08] 

Richer 1.1†† [1.02,1.18] 1.07†† [1,1.14] 

Richest 1.23††† [1.13,1.34] 1.16††† [1.07,1.25] 

Household members   

Less than or equal 5®   

More than 5 1.12††† [1.07,1.18] 1.04† [1,1.09] 

HH Type   

Self employed®   

Regular wages 0.92†† [0.86,0.99] 0.99[0.93,1.06] 

Casual workers 0.8††† [0.75,0.86] 0.91††† [0.86,0.97] 

Others 0.81††† [0.75,0.87] 0.89††† [0.83,0.95] 

Insurance status   

uncovered®   

covered 0.95† [0.9,1] 0.91††† [0.87,0.95] 

Economically independence   

Independent®   

Partial 0.57††† [0.53,0.6] 0.89††† [0.84,0.94] 

Fully 0.34††† [0.32,0.36] 0.63††† [0.6,0.67] 

Living arrangements   

Alone®   

Only with spouse 1.02[0.86,1.21] 0.96[0.82,1.12] 

Others* 1.27††† [1.08,1.5] 1.06[0.91,1.22] 

Place of stay   

Other's house®   

Owned house 1.16††† [1.08,1.25] 1.21††† [1.13,1.3] 

Any communicable diseases   

No®   

Yes 0.78††† [0.68,0.89] 0.78††† [0.69,0.89] 

Any chronic diseases   

No®   

Yes 0.37††† [0.35,0.39] 0.48††† [0.46,0.5] 

   

Cut1 -1.75[-1.95, -1.55] -1.22[-1.4, -1.04] 

Cut2 2.39[2.19,2.59] 1.55[1.37,1.73] 

Source: Authors’ own calculation using 75th round of National Sample Survey data. 

Note: Never*: includes elderly who were never married or separated or divorced. Non-Hindu*: includes elderly 

who were belong to Muslims or Christians or Sikhs or Jains or Buddhists or others. Alone*: As an inmate of old 

age homes or not as an inmate of old age homes. Others*: without spouse but with children or other relations or 
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non-relations. Own-perception about current health status is the dependent variable and poor perception is taken 

as a reference category for model 1; Own-perception about change in health status is another dependent variable 

and worse change in perception is taken as a reference category for model 2; 95% confidence interval in the 

parentheses; Significant level at: ††† significant at 1 percent and †† significant at 5 percent; ® is the reference 

category of the independent variables. Cut1 is estimated cut point on the latent variable used to differentiate 

poor health perception from good health perception and excellent health perception when values of the predictor 

variables are evaluated at zero. Cut2 is the estimated cut point on the latent variable used to differentiate poor 

and good health perception from excellent health perception when values of the predictor variables are evaluated 

at zero. Similarly, cut1 & cut2 are estimated on the latent variable with respect to the level of change in the 

health perception, i.e., worst, nearly same and better than before. Abbreviations: SC- Schedule Caste; ST-

Schedule Tribe; OBC- Other Backward Caste. 
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