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Abstract

This paper focuses on the relationship between social health insurance participation behavior and
residents’ subjective well-being, using data from the 2017 China Integrated Social Survey to em-
pirically analyze the impact of social health insurance participation behavior on subjective well-being
and its impact mechanism. On this basis, the sense of fairness is incorporated into the analysis
framework, and the mediating effect model is applied to analyze the mechanism of the effect of
participation behavior on subjective well-being. It was found that social health insurance partici-
pation behavior has a significant positive effect on subjective well-being, and this effect is partly
transmitted through the sense of fairness. Meanwhile, gender, age, education level, household
registration, political outlook, and health status all have significant effects on subjective well-being,
with health status having the greatest impact. Based on this, the level of residents’ happiness
should be effectively improved by enhancing the level of basic medical service operation, improv-
ing the accessibility of medical services, and guiding the concept of healthy living.
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Table 1. Correlation coefficient analysis of the main variables

=1 EETEMEXREON

A ¥IE bk 22 1 2 3
1. ZRITA 0.92 0.267 1
2. AP 3.10 1.064 0.028** 1
3. EWEAR K 3.86 0.851 0.051%* 0.297** 1

VE: *RIRP<0.01, MR
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Table 2. Overall regression results

2. BAEVFER

B NI W AR
AL 1 FEAY 2 A 3 A 4 AL 5
1. A& 5] 0.006 0.009 —0.116%** —0.115%%** —0.117%**
A —0.012%% —0.012%%* —0.009%%* —0.008%%** —0.006%%*
T ETRRE 0.016%** 0.015%** 0.027%%** 0.027%% 0.024 %%
Jals! —0.086%** —0.084%% 0.023 0.023 0.041*
ByaTHiSH 0.026* 0.026* 0.047%%* 0.046%* 0.041 %%
i FEIR L 0.096%** 0.096%** 0.208%** 0.207%% 0.187%%*
2. AR ST N 0.077* 0.132%*

3. AR NI 0.218%%*
LA 12381 12381 12381 12381 12381
T R 0.027 0.028 0.090 0.091 0.162
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VE: RRIR P <0.001, *%R P<0.05.
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Table 3. Test of mediating role of perception of fairness

= 3. AFREPNYRARLE

B Effect BootSE BootLLCI BootULCI
SN 0.1627 0.0286 0.1067 0.2187
ELEBUN 0.1367 0.0273 0.0832 0.1902
EIEE VoA 0.0260 0.0088 0.0093 0.0432
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